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TITLE 5—ADMINISTRATIVE 
PERSONNEL 

Chapter f—Civil Service Commission 

Part 6—Exceptions Prom the 
Competitive Service 

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 

Effective upon publication In the Fed¬ 
eral Register, subparagraph (21) is 
added to § 6.304 (a) as set out below. 

§ 6.304 Department of Defense —(a) 
Office of the Secretary. • • • 

(21) One Special Assistant to the As¬ 
sistant Secretary of Defense for Inter¬ 
national Security Affairs. 

(R. S. 1753, sec. 2. 22 Stat. 403; 6 U. S. C. 
631, 633) 

United States Civil Serv¬ 
ice Commission, 

[SEAL] Wm. C. Hull. 

Executive Assistant. 

IP. R. Doc. 57-7059; Piled. Aug. 27, 1957; 
8:51 a. m.] 

TITLE 6—AGRICULTURAL CREDIT 

Chapter I—Farm Credit 
Administration 

Subchapter E—Production Credit System 

Part 50— Production Credit 
Associations 

APPROVALS OF LOANS; EXCESS LOANS 

Pursuant to the authority vested in 
the Governor of the Farm Credit Admin¬ 
istration by section 20 of the Farm Credit 
Act of 1933, as amended (12 U. S. C. 
113Id), and, as prescribed by the farm 
credit board of each district with the 
approval of the Farm Credit Adminis¬ 
tration pursuant to section 23 of said 
act, as amended (12U. S. C. 1131g), para¬ 
graph (a) of 8 50.164 of Title 6 of the 
Code of Federal Regulations <21 F. R. 
10329) is hereby amended to read as 
follows: 

5 50.164 Excess loans, (a) Except 
with the prior approval of the Bank, no 
loan shall be made to a borrower if the 
sum of his obligations to the association, 
whether as borrower, comaker, endorser, 
or guarantor, will exceed 15 percent of 
the unimpaired capital and surplus of 
the association, or such lesser amount 


as may be specified for any association 
by the board of directors of the Bank; 
nor shall the total of such obligations of 
a borrower exceed 35 percent of the asso¬ 
ciation's unimpaired capital and surplus 
without the prior approval of the Bank 
and the Farm Credit Administration. 

• ♦ • • • 
(Secs. 20. 23. 48 Stat. 2597201, as amended; 
12 U. S. C. 1131d. 1131g) 

[seal] Thos. a. Maxwell, Jr., 

Actmg Governor. 

IP. R. Doc. 57-7047: Piled, Aug. 27, 1957; 
8:49 a. m.] 


Chopter IV—Commodity Stabilization 
Service and Commodity Credit Cor¬ 
poration, Department of Agricul¬ 
ture 

Subthapter D—Regulations Under Soil Bank Act 
Part 485— Soil Bank 

Subpart—Acreage Reserve Program 
designation and use of acreage reserve 

Section 485.214 (c) of the regulations 
governing the 1957 acreage reserve part 
of the Soil Bank Program, 21 F. R. 10449, 
as amended and supplemented, is hereby 
amended to read as follows: 

§ 485.214 Designation and use of acre¬ 
age reserve. • • • 

(c) The acreage reseiwe shall not be 
grazed after December 31, 1956, or the 
date the agreement is filed, whichever 
is later, and prior to Januaiy 1, 1958, 
unless the Secretary, after the Governor 
of the State in which the farm is lo¬ 
cated has certified that there is a need 
for grazing on the acreage reserve, de¬ 
termines that it is necessary to permit 
grazing thereon in order to alleviate 
damage, hardship, or suffering caused by 
severe drought, flood, or other natural 
disaster. Leasing of the acreage reserve 
to others for grazing purposes is pro¬ 
hibited. The restriction against-grazing 
shall not apply to a crop which matured 
and normally w-ould be harvested in 
1956, unless harvesting of the crop in 
1956 would have been in violation of a 
1956 acreage reserve agreement. 

-<l) Except as provided In subpara- 
graPb <2) of this paragraph, a written 
(Ck>ntiuued on p. 6909) 
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request to graze the acreage reserve, on 
a form approved by the Administrator, 
must be filed with the county committee 
in which the producer agrees to a deduc¬ 
tion from the compensation payable un¬ 
der the agreement of an amount equal 
to $6.00 per acre times the total number 
of acres in the acreage reserve. If the 
compensation payable under the agree¬ 
ment amounts to less than $6.00 per acre 
times the total number of acres in the 
acreage reserve, the amount of the de¬ 
duction shall be the amount of compen¬ 
sation payable under the agreement. If 
the request is approved and written con¬ 
sent to graze is given by the county com¬ 
mittee. permission to graze the acreage 
reserve shall extend through December 
31. 1957. Consent to^raze the acreage 
reserve shall not be given if the county 
committee has reason to believe that 
there has been a violation of the terms 
and conditions of the agreement which 
would require a forfeiture or refund of 
compensation. 

(2) In any area where the Secretary 
determines that the natural disaster is of 
such severity as to so warrant, the Sec¬ 
retary may permit unrestricted grazing 
of the Eicreage reserve without making 
a deduction from the compensation pay¬ 
able under the agreement. 

(Sec. 124, 70 SUt. 198; 7 U. 8. C. 1812) 

Issued at Washington, D. C., this 22d 
day of August 1957. 

[seal] True D. Morse, 

Acting Secretary. 

[P. R. Doc. 57-7082: Piled, Aug. 27, 1957; 

8:52 a. m. I 


title 7—agriculture 

Chapter VII—Commodity Stabilization 
Service (Farm Marketing Quotas 
and Acreage Allotments), Depart¬ 
ment of Agriculture 

(1028 (Burley, Flue, Fire, Air and Sun-57)-1, 
Arndt. 1| 

Part 725— ^Burley, Plue-Cured, Fire- 
Cured, Dark Air-Cured, and Virginia 
Sun-Cured Tobacco 

marketing quota regulations, 1957-58 
marketing year; miscellaneous 

AMENDMENTS 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Ag¬ 
ricultural Act of 1949, as amended, the 
burley, fiue-cured. fire-cured, dark air- 
cured and Virginia sun-cured tobacco 
marketing quota regulations, 1957-58 
marketing year, are amended, as here¬ 
inafter provided to delete certain provi¬ 
sions requiring Issuance of a limited sup¬ 
port flue-cured marketing card because 
of failure of a farm operator to establish 
that none of the discount varieties of 
flue-cured tobacco was or will be har¬ 
vested from another farm which he also 
operates, and to provide for marking of 
limited support flue-cured marketing 
cards to show mixed plantings of not 
more than one-third of discount varie¬ 
ties of flue-cured tobacco. 

Since farmers are now marketing flue- 
cured tobacco at auction warehouses and 
price support advances are being made 
thereon, it is necessary that the provi¬ 


sions of this amendment become effec¬ 
tive at the eai-liest possible date. Ac¬ 
cordingly, it is hereby found and deter¬ 
mined tbat compliance with the notice, 
public procedure and effective date re¬ 
quirements of section 4 of the Adminis¬ 
trative Procedure Act (5 U. S. C. 1003) 
is impracticable, unnecessary and con¬ 
trary to the public Interest and this 
amendment shall become effective upon 
filing with the Division of the Federal 
Register. 

1. Section 725.831 is amended by add¬ 
ing at the end thereof the following: 

(ee) “Mixed planting** means the 
planting in a field on a farm in 1957 of 
some flue-cured tobacco of one or more 
of the seed varieties designated as Coker 
139, Coker 140 or Dixie Bright 244, or any 
mixture or strain thereof (hereinafter 
referred to as “discount varieties**, “dis¬ 
count variety**, or “limited support 
variety**) with some other seed variety 
or varieties of flue-cured tobacco. 

2. Section 7251838, paragraph (c) (iv) 
is hereby deleted in its entirety. 

3. Section 725.838, paragraph (f) (2) 
is amended by deleting the words “or 
any other farm operated by him'* so that 
the paragraph reads as follows: 

(2) If a within quota liimited Support 
Flue-Cured Marketing Card (MQ-76-D) 
is issued under the provisions of para¬ 
graph (c) of this section for any farm, it 
may, upon advance notice by the fai*m 
operator to the county committee and 
with prior approval of the county com¬ 
mittee. be exchanged at the county office- 
by the operator for a within quota mar¬ 
keting card (MQ-76) for flue-cured to¬ 
bacco when the operator establishes to 
the satisfaction of the coimty committee 
that there has been no commingling or 
substitution of tobacco of the seed vari¬ 
eties of flue-cured tobacco designated as 
Coker 139, Coker 140, or Dixie Bright 244 
with any other flue-cured tobacco pro¬ 
duced on the farm and that any Coker 
139, Coker 140 or Dixie Bright 244 vari¬ 
eties of flue-cured tobacco have been 
marketed and properly identified at time 
of marketing by a within quota limited 
support flue-cured marketing card. 

4. Section 725.838 Is amended by add¬ 
ing at the end thereof two new para¬ 
graphs (g) and (h) as follows: 

(g) Stamping within quota Limited 
Support Flu-Cured Marketing Card 
(MQ-76-D) to show mixed planting, 
(1) If a within quota Limited Support 
Flue-Cured Marketing Card (MQ-76-D) 
is issued under the provisions of para¬ 
graph (c) of this section for any farm 
on which flue-cured tobac^co was grown 
in 1957, such card and both the pur¬ 
chaser’s and county office copy of each 
memorandum of sale contained therein 
shall, under the following conditions, 
have stated thereon, by stamp or writing 
verified by the signature of the issuing 
officer and date thereof, the percentage 
of unintentional mixed planting of 
limited support variety as determined 
by the county committee as hereinafter 
provided in this pai*agraph: 

(i) An employee of the Department of 
Agriculture designated by the State ad¬ 
ministrative officer as a specialist quali¬ 
fied to examine and identify seed varie¬ 


ties of flue-cured tobacco, has cei*tlfled 
on Form MQ-34. Verification of Flue- 
Cured Tobacco Varieties Planted in 1957, 
that on such farm there is a mixed 
planting of which not more than 33 Va 
percent (as stated on the form) consists 
of the discount varieties; 

(ii) The farm operator for any such 
farm has furnished the county office in¬ 
formation which will show that such 
mixed planting was unintentional on the 
part of himself or any other producer 
on the farm: and 

(iii) The county committee determines 
with respect to any such farm, pursu¬ 
ant to information furnished by the 
specialist and the farm operator and 
from such other information as it may 
obtain, that such mLxed planting con¬ 
sisted of not more than 33 Va percent of 
the discount varieties, and the amount 
of such percentage, and that such mixed 
planting has been unintentional. A 
record of such determination shall be 
made available for the purposes of this 
paragraph. 

(2) If a within quota Limited Support 
Flue-Cured Marketing Card (MQ-76-D) 
is issued under the provisions of para¬ 
graph (c) of this section for any farm 
on which flue-cured tobacco was grown 
in 1957, such card and both purchaser’s 
and county office copy of each memo¬ 
randum of sale contained therein shall, 
under the following conditions, have 
stated thereon by stamp or writing veri¬ 
fied by the signature of the Issuing offi¬ 
cer and date thereof, the percentage of 
mixed planting of limited support variety 
as determined by the county committee 
as hereinafter provided in this para¬ 
graph : 

(i) An employee of the Department of 
Agriculture designated by the State ad¬ 
ministrative officer as a specialist quali¬ 
fied to examine and identify seed varie¬ 
ties of flue-cured tobacco, has certified 
on Form MQ-34, Verification of Plue- 
Cured Tobacco Varieties Planted in 1957. 
that on such farm there is a mixed plant¬ 
ing of which not more than 33 V^i percent 
(as stated on the form) consists of the 
discount varieties; 

(ii) The farm operator does not con¬ 
tend that such mixed planting was unin¬ 
tentional on the part of himself or any 
other producer on the farm. or. where the 
faim operator does make such conten¬ 
tion. the county committee does not de¬ 
termine such mixed planting was unin¬ 
tentional; and 

(Ul) The county committee determines 
with respect to such farm, pursuant to 
information furnished by the specialist 
and the farm operator and from such 
other information as it may obtain, that 
such mixed planting consisted of not 
more than 33 percent of the discount 
varieties, and the amount of such per¬ 
centage. A record of such determina¬ 
tion shall be made available for the pur¬ 
poses of this paragraph. 

(3) Notwithstanding the provisions of 
subpaiagraphs (1) and (2) of this para¬ 
graph, any within quota Limited Support 
Flue-Cured Marketing Card (MQ-76-D) 
issued for a farm having mixed plantings 
of not more than 33 Vi percent of the dis¬ 
count varieties shall not be stamped or 
written thereon as provided in subpara¬ 
graphs (1) and (2) of this paragraph 
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If the farm operator of such farm objects 
to such stamp or writing being placed on 
such marketing card. 

(h) Issuance of marketing cards (MQ- 
76--D or MQ-76) to identify flue-cured 
tobacco produced by a publicly owned 
Agricultural Experiment Station. If un¬ 
der the provisions of paragraph (c) or 
(d) of this section a farm on which 
tobacco is grown for experimental pur¬ 
poses only is eligible for the issuance of 
both a within quota limited support flue- 
cured marketing card (MQ-76-D) and a 
within quota flue-cured marketing card 
(MQ-76), notwithstanding the prpvi- 
sions of amended paragraph (f) (2) of 
this section, an MQ-76-D marketing card 
may be issued prior to or simultaneous 
with the issuance of an MQ-76 marketing 
card for flue-cured tobacco if the Direc¬ 
tor of a publicly owned Agricultural Ex¬ 
periment Station furnishes, in addition to 
the information and certiflcation re¬ 
quired under paragraph (d) (2) of this 
section, the following: 

(1) A list by counties, showing for 
each farm on which tobacco is grown for 
experimental purposes only the acreage 
of discount varieties grown; 

(2) A certiflcation that all discount 
varieties of tobacco grown have been 
kept separate by varieties from tobacco of 
any other varieties during harvest and 
preparation for market and that each 
discount variety of tobacco will be 
marketed separately by use of a within 
quota limited support flue-cured market¬ 
ing card (M(^76-D) :and 

(3) An agreement to notify the ASC 
State administrative ofiftcer as to the 
place and date of sale of discount vari¬ 
eties of flue-cured tobacco. 

(Sec. 375, 62 Stat. 66; 7 U. S. C. 1375. In¬ 
terprets or applies sec. 401, 63 Stat. 1054, 7 
U. S. C. 1421) 

Done at Washington, D. C., this 22d 
day of August 1957. Witness my hand 
and the seal of the Department of 
Agriculture. 

[seal! True D. Morse, 

Acting Secretary of Agriculture. 

IP. R. Doc. 67-7063; Piled, Aug. 27. 1957; 

8:62 a. m.) 


TITLE 9—ANIMALS AND 
ANIMAL PRODUCTS 

Chapter I—Agricultural Research 

Service, Department of Agriculture 

Subchapter C—Interstate Transportation of 
Animals and Poultry 

|B. A. I. Order 383. Rev., Arndt. 93] 

Part 76—Hoc Cholera. Swine Plague, 
AND Other Communicable Swine Dis¬ 
eases 

Subpart B— ^Vesicular Exanthema 

CHANGES IN AREAS QUARANTINED 

Pursuant to the provisions of sections 1 
and 3 of the Act of March 3, 1905. as 
amended (21 U. S. C. 123, 125), sections 
1 and 2 of the Act of February 2, 1903, 
as amended (21 U. S. C. 111-113. 120), 
and section 7 of the Act of May 29, 1884. 
as amended (21 U. 6. C. 117), § 76.27, 
as amended, Subpart B. Part 76, Title 9, 
Code of Federal Regulations (22 F. R. 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 

3005, 4377), which quarantines certain 
areas because of vesicular exanthema, a 
contagious, infectious, and communica¬ 
ble disease of swine, is hereby further 
amended in the following respects: 

1. A new subdivision (Ixxviv) is adrled 
to subparagraph (5) of paragraph ‘d), 
relating to Gloucester County in New 
Jersey, to read: 

(Ixxviv) Block 1, Lot 6, Plate 1, in B^^pt- 
ford Township, owned and operated by C A. 
Bodlne. 

2. A new subdivision (xlv) is added to 
subparagraph (6) of paragraph (d), re¬ 
lating to Hudson County in New Jersey, 
to read: 

(xiv) Block 30C. Lot 32, In Secaucus Town¬ 
ship. owned by Mary Ullkowskl and oper¬ 
ated by S. PlneUl. 

Effective date. The foregoing amend¬ 
ment shall become effective upon is.m- 
ance. 

The amendment excludes certain areas 
in New Jersey from the areas heretofore 
quarantined because of vesicular exan¬ 
thema. Hereafter, the restrictions 
pertaining to the interstate movement 
of swine, and carcasses, parts and offal 
of swine, from or thr ough quarantined 
areas, contained in 9 CTR, 1956 Supp., 
Part 76, Subpart B. as amended, will not 
apply to such areas. However, the re¬ 
strictions pertaining to such movement 
from nonquarantined areas, contained 
in said Subpart B, as amended, will apply 
thereto. 

The amendment relieves certain re¬ 
strictions presently imposed, and must 
be made effective immediately to be of 
maximum benefit to persons subject to 
the restrictions which are relieved. Ac¬ 
cordingly. under section 4 of the Admin¬ 
istrative Procedure Act (5 U. S. C. 1003), 
it is found upon good cause that notice 
and other public procedure with respect 
to the amendment are impracticable and 
contrary to the public Interest, and the 
amendment may be made effective less 
than 30 days after publication in the 
Federal Register. 

(Sec. 2. 32 stat. 792. as amended: 21 U. S. C. 
111. Interprets or applies sec. 7. 23 3tat. 32, 
as amended, sec. 1, 32 Stat. 791, as amended, 
secs. 1. 3. 33 Stat. 1264, as amended. 1265, 
as amended; 21 U. S. C. 112. 113. 117, 120. 
123,125) 

Done at Washington, D. C. this 22d 
day of August, 1957. 

[SEALl M. R. Clarkson, 

Acting Administrator, 
Agricultural Research Service. 

[F. R. Doc. 67-7061; Piled, Aug. 27. 1957; 

8:62 a. m.| 

TITLE 10—ATOMIC ENERGY 

Chapter I—^Atomic Energy 
Commission 

Part 83— ^Waiver or Patent Rights 
inventions or discoveries by sponsor 

PERSONNEL 

Notice is hereby given that the AEG 
has adopted the following amendment 
to the “Waiver of Patent Rights** regula¬ 
tion published in Part 83 of Title 10 of 
the Code of Federal Regulations. This 


amendment will become effective upon 
publication. 

Amend § 83.1 (b) (3) by adding the 
following: “The waiver does include in¬ 
ventions or discoveries made by sponsor 
personnel in the course of their use of 
the Gamma Irradiation Facility at the 
National Reactor Testing Station.** 

Amend § 83.2 (a) by adding the fol¬ 
lowing at the beginning of that para¬ 
graph: “Except with regard to the use of 
the Gamma facility at the National Re¬ 
actor Testing Station,**, 

(Sec. 161, 68 Stat. 948; 42 U. S. C. 2201) 

Dated at Washington, D. C., this 18th 
day of July 1957. 

K. E. Fields. 

General Manager. 

[P. R. Doc. 67-7048: Filed, Aug. 27. 1957; 

8:49 a. m.| 

TITLE 19—CUSTOMS DUTIES 

Chapter I—Bureau of Customs, 
Department of the Treasury 

(T.D. 64421] 

Part 4—Vessels in Foreign and 
Domestic Trades 

Part 26— ^Disclosure op Information 

restrictions upon public inspection Of 
customs records 

Restrictions were imposed by (1950) 
T. D. 62583 (15 F. R. 7295), upon dis¬ 
closure to the public in accordance with 
the Customs Regulations of information 
from records of entry and clearance of 
vessels and from vessels* manifests filed 
with customs. Such restrictions, except 
as relate to disclosure of export informa¬ 
tion from vessels* manifests, have been 
suspended by prior decisions. Those de¬ 
cisions are (1950) T. D. 52608 (15 F. R. 
7994) and (1951) T. D. 52681 (16 F. R. 
2164). 

It has now been decided also that some 
information in vessels' manifests con¬ 
cerning exports may be disclosed as pro¬ 
vided in § 26.5 of the regulations 
without violating the purpose of existing 
restrictions. 

To Include these decisions, the Cus¬ 
toms Regulations are amended as 
follows: 

Section 4.95 is amended by placing a 
period after “public inspection" in the 
fourth sentence and by deleting the re¬ 
mainder of that sentence. 

Paragraph (b) of § 26.5 is amended by 
adding the following new sentences: 
“Disclosure of special category export 
shipments which might endanger the 
security of the United States is not now 
permitted. Such restriction upon dis¬ 
closure shall be in effect during any 
period covered by a finding by the Presi¬ 
dent under section 1, of the act of August 
9, 1950, as amended (50 U. S. C. 191). 
Such a finding is now in effect (Executive 
Order No. 10173, Oct. 18. 1950 (15 F. R. 
7005)).** 

Before accredited representatives of 
the press or regularly established as¬ 
sociations may examine outward vessels’ 
manifests, therefore, customs shall sepa¬ 
rate at the cost of applicants all infor¬ 
mation about special category shipments. 
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Paragraph (c) of 5 26.7 Is deleted. 

(R. S. 161. 251, sec. 3. 60 Stat. 238, sec. 624. 
46 Stat. 759; 5 U. S. C, 22, 1002, 19 U. S. C. 
1624) 

[SEAL ] Ralph Kelly, 

Commissioner of Customs. 

Approved: August 26,1957. 

David W. Kendall. 

Acting Secretary of the Treasury. 

|P. R. Doc. 67-7099; Filed, Aug. 27, 1967; 
10:59 a. m.) 


TITLE 21—FOOD AND DRUGS 

Chapter I—Food and Drug Adminis¬ 
tration, Department of Health, Edu¬ 
cation, and Welfare 

Subchapter C—Drugs 

Part 130—New Drugs 

PR.\MOXINB HYDROCHLORIDE PREPARATIONS 

EXEMPTED FROM PRESCRIPTION-DISPENS¬ 
ING REQUIREMENTS 

There was published in the Federal 
Register of June 14,1957 (22 P. R. 4194) 
notice of a proposed amendment to 
§ 130.102. No comment having been filed 
with respect to the proposed amendment 
within the 30-day period stipulated in 
the above-referenced notice, the amend¬ 
ment set out below is hereby ordered, 
effective 30 days from the date of its 
publication in the Federal Register, pur¬ 
suant to the authority vested in the Sec¬ 
retary of Health. Education, and Welfare 
by the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic 
Act (secs. 503, 505, 701; 65 Stat. 649, 52 
Stat. 1052, 1055, as amended; 21 U. S. C. 
353, 355, 371) and delegated to the Com¬ 
missioner of Food and Drugs by the Sec¬ 
retary (21 CFR 1956 Supp., 130.101 (b)). 

In § 130.102 Exemption for certain 
drugs limited by new-drug applications 
to prescription sale paragraph (a) is 
amended by adding the following new 
^subparagraph: 

(19) Pramoxine hydrochloride (4-N- 
butoxyphenyl y-morpholinopropyl ether 
hydrochloride) preparations meeting all 
the following conditions: 

(i) The pramoxine hydrochloride is 
prepared, with or without other drugs, in 
a dosage fonn suitable for use in self- 
medication by external application to the 
skin, and containing no drug limited to 
prescription sale under the provisions 
of section 503 (b) (1) of the act. 

(ii) The pramoxine hydrochloride and 
all other components of the preparation 
meet their professed standards of 
identity, strength, quality, and purity. 

(iii) If the preparation is a new drug^ 
an application pursuant to section 505 

(b) of the act is effective for it. 

(iv) The preparation contains not 
more than 1.0 percent of pramoxine hy¬ 
drochloride. 

(V) The preparation is labeled with 
adequate directions for use by external 
application to the skin for the temporary 
relief of pain or itching due to minor 
bums and sunburn, nonpoisonous insect 
bites, and minor skin irritations. 

(Vi) The directions for use recom¬ 
mend or suggest not more than four ap¬ 
plications of the preparation per day, 
unless directed by a physician. 


(vii) The labeling bears, In Juxtaposi¬ 
tion with the directions for use, clear 
warning statements against: 

(a) Prolonged use. 

(b) Application to large areas of the 
body. 

(c) Continued use if redness. Irrita¬ 
tion, swelling, or pain persists or in¬ 
creases, unless directed by a physician, 

id) Use in the eyes or nose. 

(Sec. 701, 52 Stat. 1055. as amended; 21 
U. S. C. 371. Interprets or applies secs. 503, 
605. 52 Stat. 1052, 65 Stat. 649; 21 U. S. C. 
353. 355) 

Dated: August 21.1957. 

[seal) John L. Harvey, 

Deputy Commissioner 
of Food and Drugs, 

(P. R. Doc. 57-7038; FUed, Aug. 27, 1957; 
8:47 a. m.J 


TITLE 32—NATIONAL DEFENSE 

Chapter VII—Department of the 
Air Force 

Subchapter G—Personnel 

Part 871— ^Enlistment and Reenlistment 
IN the Regular Air Force 

REVISION or part 

In Part 871. §§ 871.1 to 871.7 are re¬ 
vised to read as follows: 

Sec. 

871.1 Abbreviations and definitions. 

871.2 Places of enlistment. 

871.3 Qualifications. 

871.4 Persons Ineligible. 

871.6 Persons with dependents. 

871.6 Periods of enlistment and grade. 

871.7 Miscellaneous instructions. 

Authoritt: §§871.1 to 871.7 Issued under 
sec. 8012, 70A Stat. 488; 10 U. S. C. 8012. 
Interpret or apply secs. 8251-8262. 70A Stat. 
603-506; 10 U. S. C. 8251-8262. 

Source: AFM39-9, July 1. 1957. 

§ 871.1 Abbreviations and definitions — 
(a) AF.QT. Aimed Forces qualification 
test. 

(b) AFWST. Armed Forces women’s 
selection test. 

(c) EST. Enlistment screening test. 

(d) WEST. Women enlistment screen¬ 
ing test. 

(e) AQE or AQE-D, Airman qualify¬ 
ing examination. 

(f) AC-IB or AC-2 A. Airman classifi¬ 
cation battery. 

(g) Prior enlisted service. When used 
in reference to personnel, includes; 

(1) Former Regular airmen who have 
served a minimum continuous period ex¬ 
ceeding 90 days, and who have been sep¬ 
arated from the Air Force for a period 
of time exceeding 90 days. 

(2) Former airmen of a Reserve com¬ 
ponent who have served in active mili¬ 
tary service or on active duty for training 
for a minimum continuous period exceed¬ 
ing 90 days. 

(3) Former enlistees and inductees of 
any of the Regular Armed Forces who 
have served in active military service for 
a minimum continuous period exceeding 
90 days. 

(4) Former enlisted members of a Re¬ 
serve component of any of the other 
Armed Forces who have served in active 
military service or on active duty for 


training for a minimum continuous 
jperlod exceeding 90 days. 

(h) Reenlistment or reenlistee. When 
used in reference to personnel, applies 
only to Regular airmen who enlist within 
90 days from date of separation from the 
Regular Air Force. 

(i) Without prior service. All persons 
who are not included in the prior en¬ 
listed service or reenlistment category 
indicated in paragraphs (g) and (h) of 
this section. 

(j) Original enlistment. Enlistment 
of a person who has never previously 
been a member of the Army Air Corps. 
Army Air Forces, or the United States 
Air Force. 

(k) Dependent. Includes all persons 
actually dependent upon the applicant 
either from a moral or legal standpoint. 
Applicant's stepchildren, in care or 
custody of spouse of applicant, are con¬ 
sidered dependents even though not 
adopted by applicant, and whether or 
not support is being contributed by legal 
parent. 

(l) Within United States. Only within 
the 48 States and the District of 
Columbia. 

(m) Use of terms *'men** **malef* 
women/* ** female/* ** per sons!* **indU 

viduals*' and **applicants. Where in¬ 
structions only apply to men, the word 
“men** or “male** is used. Where instruc¬ 
tions apply only to women, the word 
“women" or “female** is used. Except 
when used in a section clearly applicable 
to only one sex, the word ‘‘persons,** 
“individuals.** and “applicants** refer to 
both men and women. 

(n) USAF recruiting service. Recruit¬ 
ing activities under the jurisdiction of 
the 3500th USAF Recruiting Wing. 

(o) Chargeable accessions. Male en¬ 
listments or inductions into the Active 
Forces of any of the Armed Services, 
excluding aviation cadets, officer candi¬ 
dates, members of the Reserve Forces 
entering active duty and persons exempt 
from induction. 

(p) Active military service. Full-time 
duty with the active establishment, 
either extended active duty or active duty 
for training. 

(q) Extended active duty. A tour of 
active miltary service perfonned by a 
Reservist who occupies an authorized 
troop space of the active military 
establishment. 

(r) Active duty for training. A tour 
of active duty for Reserve training, under 
orders which provide for automatic 
reversion to an inactive duty training 
status upon completion of the specified 
period of active duty. 

§ 871.2 Places of enlistment —(a) 
Within the United States —(1) Persons 
without prior service. Enlistments will 
be accomplished only through the USAP 
Recruiting Service. 

(2) Persons with prior enlisted serv^ 
ice. (i) Through the USAP Recruiting 
Service. 

(ii) Former airmen may be enlisted at 
any Air Force installation having ade¬ 
quate facilities and personnel to accomp¬ 
lish the enlistment. WAF will be enlisted 
only at bases where WAF airmen can be 
assigned. 

(3) Reenlistees. (1) Through the 
USAP Recruiting Service, 
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(ii> At any Air Force installation hav¬ 
ing adequate facilities and personnel to 
accomplish the reenlistment. WAP will 
be enlisted only at bases where WAP 
airmen can be assigned. 

(b) Within territories and possessions 
of the United States —(1) Persons with^ 
out prior service. Enlistments are au¬ 
thorized at Air Force bases, in accord¬ 
ance with special instructions issued by 
Headquarters USAP. 

(2) Persons with prior enlisted service. 
(i> Enlistment of a bona fide Territorial 
resident is authorized provided that a 
vacancy exists. Enlistment may be ac¬ 
complished at any Air Force installation 
having adequate facilities and personnel 
to accomplish the enlistment. WAP will 
be enlisted only at bases where WAP 
airmen can be assigned. 

(ii) No exceptions to the policy con¬ 
tained in this subparagraph will be made 
except as authorized in specific instruc¬ 
tions issued by Headquarters USAP. Re¬ 
quests for waivers will not be submitted. 

(3) Reenlistees, (i) Any Air Force 
installation having adequate facilities 
and personnel to accomplish reenlistment 
may: 

(a) Accomplish the immediate reen¬ 
listment of airmen to fill theii* own 
vacancy. 

(b) Accomplish reenlistment of bona 
fide Territorial residents provided a va¬ 
cancy exists. WAP will be enlisted only 
at bases w^here WAP airmen can be 
assigned. 

(ii) No exceptions to the policy con¬ 
tained in this subparagraph will be made 
except as authorized in specific instruc¬ 
tions issued by Hq USAP. Requests for 
waivers will not be submitted. 

(c) Outside the United States and its 
territories and possessiojis —(1) Persons 
without prior service. Enlistments are 
not authorized. 

(2) Persons with prior enlisted service. 
Enlistments are not authorized. 

(3) Reenlistees, (i) Any Air Force 
installation having adequate facilities 
and personnel may accomplish immedi¬ 
ate reenlistment of airmen to fill their 
own vacancies. 

(ii) Other enlistments are not author¬ 
ized. 

§ 871.3 Qualifications —(a) Ape —(1) 
Persons without prior service —(i) Men. 
Must be 17 to 34 years of age. inclusive. 

(ii) Women. Must be 18 to 34 years of 
age. inclusive. 

(2) Persons with prior enlisted serv^ 
ice —(i) Men. (a) Must be 17 to 34 years 
of age. inclusive, or 

(b) May be 35 to 54 years of age. in¬ 
clusive, provided that age at time of 
enlistment is not greater than 35 plus 
the length of prior honorable active Fed¬ 
eral service, and provided that at least 3 
months of this service was in the Army 
Air Corps, Army Air Force, or the United 
States Air Force. 

(ii) Women, (a) Must -be 18 to 34 
years of age, inclusive, or 

(b) May be 35 years of age and over 
provided that age at time of enlistment 
is not greater than 35 years plus the 
length of prior active honorable Federal 
service completed after September 1, 
1943, 3 months of which service must 
have been in the Women's Army Corps 
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prior to September 1948 or in the Air 
Force at any time. 

(3) Reenlistees —(i) Men. The mini¬ 
mum age is 17 with no maximum restric¬ 
tions. except that airmen who have 
reached their sixty-fourth birthday and 
who have suflBcient service to qualify for 
retirement will not be reenlisted. 

(ii) Women. The minimum age is 18 
with no maximum restrictions, except 
that aiimen who have reached their 
sixty-foui'th birthday and who have suffi¬ 
cient service to qualify for retirement 
will not be reenlisted. 

(b) Citizenship —(1) Persons without 
prior service. Must be: 

(1) A citizen of the United States, or 

(ii) An alien who can present written 

evidence that he has made legal declara¬ 
tion of his intention to become a citizen 
of the United States. Tlie evidence re¬ 
quired is the triplicate of United States 
Department of Justice Immigration and 
Naturalization Service Form N-315. 
"Declaration of Intention," or Form N- 
321 or N-325 (in place of one lost, muti¬ 
lated or destroyed), duly authenticated 
by an authorized State or Federal Dis¬ 
trict Court. 18 U. S. C. 1426 (h) pro¬ 
hibits Uie reproduction without lawful 
authority of a declaration of intention to 
become a citizen or certificate of natural¬ 
ization. Under no circumstances will 
these forms be reproduced. 

(2) Persons with prior enlisted service. 
Must be: 

(i) A citizen of the United States, or 

(ii) An alien who can present written 
evidence that he has made legal declara¬ 
tion of his intention to become a citizen 
of the United States. The evidence re¬ 
quired is the triplicate of United States 
Department of Justice Immigration and 
Naturalization Service Form N-315, or 
Form N-321 or N-325 (in place of one 
lost, mutilated, or destroyed), duly au¬ 
thenticated by an authorized State or 
Federal district court. 18 U. S. C. 1426 
(h) prohibits the reproduction without 
lawful authority of a declaration of in¬ 
tention to become a citizen or certificate 
of Naturalization. Under no circum¬ 
stances will these forms be reproduced. 

(3) Reenlistees. There are no citizen¬ 
ship requirements. 

(c) Mental —(1) Persons without 
prior service —(i) Men. Must obtain a: 

(a) Final score of 23 or higher on the 
EST 3 or 4. 

(b) Percentile score of 10 or higher on 
the AFQT currently in effect. 

(ii) Women. Must achieve: 

(a) A total score of 23 or higher on the 
WEST 1 or 2 for applicants required 
to undergo preliminary mental screening. 

(b) A final score of 42 or higher on the 
AFWST 3 or 4. Waivers will not be 
granted. 

' (2) Persons with prior enlisted serv^- 
ice. (i) Aptitude scores derived from 
airman classification battery. AC-IB or 
AQE: A score of four or higher must be 
achieved on technical specialty, plus a 
score of four or higher on either the 
clerical or mechanical aptitude index, 
except that: 

(a) Former Reseiwes of the Air Force, 
who have served on active duty for a 
continuous period of 12 months or longer 
immediately prior to separation and who 
are discharged in grades E-5, E-6, and 


E-7 with a 5- or 7-skill level in their 
primary specialty who enlist in the Reg¬ 
ular Air Force within 90 days, may be 
enlisted without regard to these mental 
standards. 

(b) Applicants, who are eligible for 
enlistment in grades E-4 or higher, 
qualified at the 5- or 7-skill level, as 
appropriate, and have recorded a score 
of as least Technical Specialty-3, and 
Clerical or Mechanical-3, may be en¬ 
listed if their skill appears as "scarce", 
"scarce overseas only", "needed" or 
"needed overseas only". 

(ii) Aptitude scores derived from air¬ 
men classification battery, AC-2A or 
AQE-D: A percentile score of 25 or 
higher on the general aptitude index 
plus a percentile score of 25 or higher on 
either mechanical or administrative ap¬ 
titude clusters, except: 

(a) Former Reserves of the Air Force, 
who have served on active duty for a 
continuous period of 12 months or longer 
immediately prior to separation and who 
are discharged in grades E-5. E-6 and 
E-7 with a 5- or 7-skill level in their 
primary specialty who enlist in the Regu¬ 
lar Air Force within 90 days, may be en¬ 
listed without regard to these mental 
standards. 

(b) Applicants, who are eligible for en¬ 
listment in grades E-4 or higher qualified 
at the 5- or 7-skill level and have record¬ 
ed a score of at least a percentile of 20 in 
general aptitude index and 20 or higher 
on either mechanical or administrative 
aptitude clustei*s. may be enlisted if their 
skill appears as "scarce." "scarce over¬ 
seas only," "needed" or "needed overseas 
only". 

(iil) Men who do not have either an 
AQE, AC-IB, AQE-D or AC-2A score or 
an AJPQT percentile score of 21 or higher 
indicated on their report of separation 
will undergo preliminary mental screen¬ 
ing and must achieve a final score of 23 
or higher on the EST. 

(iv) Women who do not have either an 
AQE. AC-IB, AQE-D or AC-2A score in¬ 
dicated on their report of separation or 
an AFWST 1 or 2 i>ercentlle score of 57 
or higher or an AFWST 3 or 4 total score 
of 42 or higher will undergo preliminary 
mental screening and must achieve a 
total score of 23 or higher on the WEST. 

(V) Waivers of mental qualifications 
will not be granted. 

(3) Reenlistees, (i) Aptitude scores 
deiived from airman classification bat¬ 
tery, AC-IB or AQE: A score of four or 
higher must be achieved on technical 
specialty plus a score of four or higher 
on either the clerical or mechanical apti¬ 
tude index, except: 

(a) Former airmen, discharged in 
grades E-5, e:- 6. and El-7 with a 5- or 7- 
skill level in their primary specialty, may 
reenlist within 90 days without regard 
to these mental standards. 

(b) Applicants, who are eligible for re¬ 
enlistment in grade El-4, qualified at the 
5-sklll level and have recorded a score 
of at least Technical Specialty-3, and 
Clerical or Mechanical-3, may reenlist. 

(c) Prior to accomplishing reenlist¬ 
ment, airmen will be advised that ac¬ 
ceptance of mental requirements in (b> 
of this subdivision for reenlistment does 
not waive mental requirements for entry 
into technical training. 
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(li) Aptitude scores derived from air¬ 
man classification battery. AC-2A or 
AQE-D: A percentile score of 25 or higher 
must be achieved on the general aptitude 
index plus a percentile score of 25 or 
higher on either mechanical or adminis¬ 
trative aptitude clusters, except: 

(a) Former airmen, discharged in 
grades E-5. E-6 and E-7 with a 5- or 
7 -skill level in their primary specialty, 
may reenlist within 90 days without re¬ 
gard to these mental standards. 

(b) Applicants, who are eligible for 
reenlistment in grade E-4 qualified at the 
5-skill level and have recorded a score of 
at least a percentile of 20 in general 
aptitude index and 20 or higher on either 
mechanical or administrative aptitude 
clusters, may reenlist. 

(c) Prior to accomplishing reenlist¬ 
ment, airmen will be advised that accept¬ 
ance of mental requirements in (b) of 
this subdivision for reenlistment does not 
waive mental requirements for entry into 
technical training. 

(ill) Men who do not have either an 
AQE, AC-IB, AQE-D and AC-2A score 
indicated on their report of separation, 
or an AFQT percentile score of 21 or 
liigher, will undergo preliminary mental 
screening and must achieve a final score 
of 23 or higher on the EST. 

(iv) Women who do not have either an 
AQE, AC-IB, AQE-D or AC-2A score 
indicated on their report of separation, 
or an AFWST 1 or 2 percentile score of 
57 or higher or an AFWST 3 or 4 final 
score of 42 or higher, will undergo pre¬ 
liminary mental screening and must 
achieve a total score of 23 or higher on 
the WEST. 

(V) Waivers of mental qualifications 
will not be granted. 

(d) Physical —(1) Persons without 
prior service — (i) Men —The standards 
for medical examination will be those 
prescribed in existing pertinent regula¬ 
tions. Applicants having a physical 
profile serial with numeral *‘3** (profile 
C) as the lowest grade in any factor may 
be accepted for enlistment. 

(ii) Women. The standards for medi¬ 
cal examinations will be those pre¬ 
scribed in existing pertinent regulations. 
Applicants having a physical profile 
serial with the numeral “1** (profile A) 
may be accepted for enlistment, except 
that the numeral “2” (profile B) is ac¬ 
ceptable for hearing and vision. 

(2) Persons with prior enlisted serv~ 
ice — (i) Men. The standards for medi¬ 
cal examination will be those prescribed 
in existing pertinent regulations. Appli¬ 
cants having a physical profile serial 
with numeral “3” (profile C) as the 
lowest grade in any factor may be ac¬ 
cepted for enlistment, except as indi¬ 
cated in subdivision (iii) of this sub- 
paragraph. 

(ii) Women. The standards for medi¬ 
cal examination will be those prescribed 
in existing pertinent regulations. Ap¬ 
plicants having a physical profile serial 
with the numeral *T’' (profile A) may 
be accepted for enlistment, except that 
the numeral “2'* (profile B) is acceptable 
for hearing and vision, and except as 
indicated in subdivision (iii) of this 
subparagraph. 

(ill) Persons last separated by reason 
of physical disability. Applicants for 


enlistment, who were last separated 
from any of the Armed Forces by reason 
of physical disability, with or without 
severance pay, will not be accepted for 
enlistment without prior approval from 
Headquarters USAF. even though such 
persons currently meet the physical 
standards prescribed in subdivisions (i) 
and (ii) of this subparagraph. Requests 
for waivers of physical disability dis¬ 
charge will be accompanied by com¬ 
pleted SFs 88 and 89. Requests will in¬ 
clude a detailed description and current 
evaluation of the physical defect re¬ 
sponsible for the person's discharge and 
a social history form evaluating the per¬ 
son’s adjustment since discharge from 
the service. For example, all occupations 
and other significant activities since dis¬ 
charge will be listed chronologically, in¬ 
cluding any prolonged periods of hos¬ 
pitalization. Changes in activities or 
schooling should be explained, and 
contact with one or more employers for 
the person’s emplo 3 rment record is de¬ 
sirable. Applicants for enlistment who 
were last separated from any of the 
Armed Forces by reason of physical dis¬ 
ability based upon any of the psychotic 
disorders, such as Schizophrenic, Affec¬ 
tive or Paranoid reactions, will not be 
accepted for enlistment. Waivers for 
history of psychotic disorders will not be 
grants. Applicants, who were last 
separated for ph 5 rsical disability wlU not 
be accepted for enlistment without prior 
approval from Headquarters USAF. 

(a) Requests for waivers wdll be for¬ 
warded to the Director of Personnel Pro¬ 
curement and Training, Headquarters 
USAF, Attention: Personnel Procure¬ 
ment Division, Washington 25, D. C., only 
in those cases where the person has made 
a good adjustment and can be expected 
to perform general militaiy service. 

(b) Discharge by reason of physical 
disability from the Armed Forces is gov¬ 
erned by existing pertinent regulations. 

(3) Reenlistees —(i) Men. (a) The 
standards for medical examination will ‘ 
be those prescribed in existing pertinent 
regxilations. Applicants having a physi¬ 
cal profile serial wdth numeral ‘*3” (pro¬ 
file C) as the lowest grade in any factor 
may be accepted for reenlistment. In 
especially deserving cases, request for 
waiver will be submitted to Headquarters 
USAF. Requests for waivers will be ac¬ 
companied by completed SFs 88 and 89 
and will be addressed to the Director of 
Personnel Procurement and Training, 
Headquarters USAF, Attention: Per¬ 
sonnel Procurement Division, Wash¬ 
ington 25, D. C. 

(b) In addition, airmen having phys¬ 
ical defects which are disqualifying for 
enlistment may be reenlisted immedi¬ 
ately if they can be economically and 
universally assigned. Waivers will not 
be required from higher headquarters. 

(ii) Women. The standards for med¬ 
ical examination will be those prescribed 
in existing pertinent regulations. Ap¬ 
plicants having a physical profile serial 
with numeral “1” (profile A) may be 
accepted for enlistment except that the 
numeral (profile B) is acceptable 
for hearing and vision. In especially 
deserving cases, request for waiver will be 
submitted to Headquarters USAF. Re¬ 


quests for waivers will be accompanied 
by completed SFs 88 and 89 and will be 
addressed to the Director of Personnel 
Procurement and Training, Headquar¬ 
ters USAF, Attention: Personnel Pro¬ 
curement Division. Washington 25, D. C. 

(e) Moral. Applicants for enlistment 
or reenlistment must be of good moral 
character. A person’s moral character 
will be determined by ascertaining his 
reputation in the community in which 
he lives. 

(f) Educational —(1) Persons without 
prior service —(i) Men. No specific ed¬ 
ucational requirements. 

(ii) Women. Applicants without 
prior service must possess a certificate 
of graduation from high school or must 
present substantiating data that they 
have successfully completed the high 
school level General Educational Devel¬ 
opment test. Successful completion is 
defined as that recommended by the 
Commission on Accreditation of the 
American Council on Education, that is, 
a standard score of 35 or above on each 
of the five tests in the battery, or an 
average standing score of 45 or above on 
the five tests in the battery. (This test 
will not be administered by recruiting 
personnel. Applicants desiring infor¬ 
mation about the General Educational 
Development test will be advised to con¬ 
tact the appropriate State department 
of education for information concern¬ 
ing this or similar tests.) 

(2) Persons with prior enlisted serv^ 
ice —(i) Men. No specific educational 
requirements. 

(ii) Women. Applicants with prior 
service may be enlisted if they have com¬ 
pleted a minimum of 2 years of high 
school or present substantiating data 
that they have successfully completed 
the high school level General Educa¬ 
tional Development test. 

(3) Reenlistees. There is no specific 
educational requirement for reenUstees. 

5 871.4 Persons ineligible. In addition 
to applicants who do not meet the eligi¬ 
bility requirements for enlistment as 
established in §§ 871.1 to 871.7, the per¬ 
sons listed in this section are not eligible 
to enlist or reenlist. Request for waiver 
will not be submitted unless specifically 
authorized. In all cases where request 
for waiver is to be referred to Head¬ 
quarters USAF, the request will be ad¬ 
dressed to the Director of Personnel Pro¬ 
curement and Training, Headquarters 
USAF, Attention: Personnel Procure¬ 
ment Division. Washington 25, D. C. 

(a) Illiterates. Applicants must be 
able to speak, read, write and understand 
the English language suCBciently to as¬ 
sure that they can satisfactorily absorb 
the required training. 

(b) Persons with moral disqualifica^ 
tion. Applicants included in subpara¬ 
graphs (1) through (3) of this para¬ 
graph, except that for applicants with 
prior military service and reenllstees, 
only offenses committed after date of 
separation under honorable conditions 
from last period of extended active duty 
are considered disqualifying. 

(i) Persons convicted by civil court for 
an offense punishable by death. Persons 
convicted by a civil court for an offense 
punishable by death. 
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(2) Repeated offenders and persons 
with certain traits of character. Persons 
having frequent difficulties with law en¬ 
forcement agencies, criminal tendencies, 
a history of antisocial behavior, alcohol¬ 
ism, drug addition, sexual perversion, or 
questionable moral character, which 
renders the person unfit to associate with 
members of the military service. 

(3) convicted by civil court — 

(i) Men without prior service and men 
with prior enlisted service. Persons con¬ 
victed by a civil court except as provided 
in (a) and (b) of this subdivision: 

(a) Waivers of minor offenses may be 
authorized by USAP recruiting detach¬ 
ment commanders. These offenses will 
Include single cases of drunkeness, va¬ 
grancy. truancy, peace disturbance, and 
similar offenses for which no type of civil 
restraint is Imposed. Parking tickets 
and single cases of traffic violations 
where the fine Imposed does not exceed 
$25.00 are not considered disqualifsdng 
and do not require a waiver. R^uest for 
waiver will Include the following: 

(/) Nature of offense for which con¬ 
victed and a brief description of details 
surrounding commission of offense. 

(2) Date of offense. 

(3) Age of applicant at time of offense. 

(4) City and State in which offense 
was committed. 

(b) Waivers may be requested from 
Headquarters USAP for men who have 
been convicted by a civil court where 
the disqualification is based upon an of¬ 
fense not involving moral turpitude. 
Request for waiver will not be submitted 
until after applicant has served the pe¬ 
riod of confinement, parole, or probation 
imposed by sentence of the court, plus 
a minimum period of 6 months as a law- 
abiding member of a civilian community. 
If applicant is convicted but not con¬ 
fined, paroled, or placed on probation, 
waiver will not be submitted for 6 months 
from date of conviction. However, the 
6-month waiting r>eriod as a law-abid¬ 
ing member of a civilian community is 
not required for the submission of 
waivers when only minor offenses are 
involved. Request for waiver will in¬ 
clude the following: 

(1) Nature of offense for which con¬ 
victed and a brief description of the de¬ 
tails surrounding commission of the 
offense. 

(2) Statement of maximum term of 
imprisonment by which punishable 
under the law under which tried. 

(3) Date of offense. 

(4) Age of applicant at time of offense. 

(5) City and State in which offense 
was committed. 

(6) Date of trial and sentence im¬ 
posed. 

(7) Date of release from confinement, 
if applicable, and/or date of uncondi¬ 
tional release from parole, probation, or 
other form of supervision or restraint. 

(3) Recommendation of investigating 
officer or recruiter and any other infor¬ 
mation considered pertinent to the case 
that will provide a sound basis for ren¬ 
dering a decision. 

(9) Three letters of recommendation 
from reputable citizens other than rela¬ 
tives, such as persons in the educational 
field, local government officials, clergy¬ 
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men, or professional people (doctors and 
lawyers). 

(ii) Male reenlistees —(a) Persons 
convicted by a civil court except that 
waivers of minor offenses may be au¬ 
thorized by USAP recruiting detachment 
commanders. These offenses will in¬ 
clude minor traffic violations, single cases 
of dininkenness, vagrancy, truancy, 
peace disturbance, and similar offenses 
for which no type of civil restraint is 
Imposed. Request for waiver will in¬ 
clude the following: 

(1) Nature of offense for which con¬ 
victed and a brief description of details 
surrounding commission of offense. 

(2) Date of offense. 

(3) Age of applicant at time of offense. 

(4) City and State in which offense 
was committed. 

(b) No waivers will be granted where 
the disqualification is based upon an 
offense involving moral turpitude. 

(iii) Women. Women who have been 
convicted by a civil court for any offense, 
except minor traffic violations.. 

(c) Juvenile delinquency —(1) Men. 
An adjudication that a person is a juve¬ 
nile delinquent, youthful offender, way¬ 
ward minor, or equivalent determination 
by a court having jurisdiction over juve¬ 
nile cases is notfin itself a bar to en¬ 
listment if the applicant is otherwise 
eligible. Prior to enlistment, all appli¬ 
cants will be asked if they have ever been 
in the custody of juvenile authorities or 
caused to appear before a court having 
jurisdiction over juvenile cases. If this 
is admitted by the applicant or suspected 
by recruiting personnel due to other in¬ 
formation that may be available, en¬ 
listment action will be held in abeyance 
pending a complete investigation of the 
facts in the case. Investigation and re¬ 
quests for waivers of juvenile delin¬ 
quency will be made in accordance with 
the following: 

(i) Written reports will be obtained 
from juvenile authoiities. juvenile courts, 
police authorities, detention homes, re¬ 
formatories, or any other appropriate 
source for information as to the appli¬ 
cant’s character and rehabilitation, the 
actual offenses committed, circumstances 
in the case, disp>osltion by the courts, ac¬ 
tual confinement served and whether any 
form of civil restraint still exists. The 
evaluation of the civil court and its pro¬ 
bation officers will be an important con¬ 
sideration. Information thus obtained 
will not be classified from a security 
standpoint but will be treated in confi¬ 
dence and will not be revealed to any 
person other than those persons having 
an official interest in the case. 

(ii) In the event civil authorities re¬ 
fuse to furnish complete information on 
the applicant’s juvenile record, the en¬ 
listment will be held in abeyance and the 
applicant advised that the burden of ob¬ 
taining and furnishing the information 
is upon him. 

Ciil) Persons who have been adjudi¬ 
cated juvenile delinquents, youthful of¬ 
fenders. or wa 3 nvard minors but who, as 
an alternative to further disposition of 
their cases are granted a release by the 
court or whose civil restraint is termi¬ 
nated on the condition they will apply 


for and are accepted for enlistment, aie 
not eligible for enlistment. 

(iv) Requests for waivers of juvenile 
delinquency will include the following: 

(a) Nature of offense or offenses, and 
date or dates committed. 

(b) Number of offenses. 

(c) Age of applicant at time of offense 
or offenses. 

(d) Copy of report of investigation. 

(e) Present reputation in community 
In which residing as evidenced by three 
letters of recommendation from repu¬ 
table citizens other than relatives, such 
as persons in the educational field, local 
government officials, or professional 
people (doctors and lawyers). 

(/) Work and/or school record since 
date of offense or release from restraint, 
detention, or supervision by civil au¬ 
thorities. 

ig) Any other information deemed 
relevant to an evaluation of the case. 

(V) Waivers of juvenile delinquency 
may be submitted to and granted to 
USAP recruiting detachment com¬ 
manders when only minor offenses are 
involved. In other cases, requests may 
be submitted to Headquarters, USAP. 
Requests for waivers will not be sub¬ 
mitted unless civil restraint has been ter¬ 
minated. 

(Vi) Waivers will not be granted for 
applicants who have, upon Investigation, 
been found to have had frequent difficul¬ 
ties with law enforcement agencies, a 
history of antisocial behavior, sexual 
perversion, or questionable moral char¬ 
acter which renders the person unfit to 
associate with members of the military 
service. Rejection will be on the above 
grounds and not due to the fact that the 
applicant was adjudged a youthful of¬ 
fender or juvenile delinquent. 

(vii) If waiver is granted, a copy of 
the waiver authorization, together with 
a copy of the report of investigation on 
which waiver is predicated will be at¬ 
tached to the original and duplicate 
copies of DD Form 4, “Enlistment 
Reeprd-Armed Forces of the United 
States.” 

(2) Women. Women who have juve¬ 
nile or youthful offender records. 

(d) Persons .^th criminal charges 
filed or pending against them. Persons 
who have criminal charges filed and 
pending against them, alleging a viola¬ 
tion of State. Federal, or Territorial 
statute. In addition, persons who have 
criminal charges filed and pending 
against them, alleging a violation of 
State, Federal, or Territorial statute but, 
who. as an alternative to further prose¬ 
cution, indictment, trial, or incarceration 
for such violation, are granted a release 
from the charge by a court on the condi¬ 
tion that they will apply and are accepted 
for enlistment. 

(e) Parolees. Persons under parole, 
probation, or suspended sentence from 
any civil court. 

(f) Intoxicated persons. Persons who 
are under the influence of alcohol or 
drugs will not be processed for enlist- 
n;ent or reenlistment. 

(g) Insane persons. 

(h) Persons who have venereal dis¬ 
ease —(1) Men. Men who have an active 
or chronic venereal disease. 
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(2) Women, Women who have an 
active or chronic venereal disease or a 
history of venereal disease. 

(i) Selective service system registrants. 
Selective service system registrants who 
have received their orders to report for 
Induction and those registrants classified 
1-A (P), l-A-O, 1-0 or 4-F. (Does not 
apply to women.) 

(j) Disloyal or subversive applicants. 
Applicants who admit or whose available 
records show that they have at any time 
engaged in disloyal or subversive activi¬ 
ties. In addition^ enlistment will be 
denied if such enlistment is not clearly 
consistent with the interests of national 
security. 

(k) Applicants who refuse to sign 
Armed Forces security questionnaire. 
Applicants who refuse to sign DD Form 
98, and applicants who claim Federal 
constitutional privilege. 

(l) Men 18 to 26 years of age who have 
not registered with selective service 
system —(1) Men without prior service. 
Men 18 to 26 years of age who have not 
registered with the selective service 
system. 

(2) Men with prior enlisted service and 
male reenlistees. Men 18 to 26 years who 
have been separated from military serv¬ 
ice over 30 days and who have not regis¬ 
tered with the selective service system. 

(m) Conscientious objectors. Appli¬ 
cants who claim to be conscientious ob¬ 
jectors. 

(n) Persons with certain types of 
separation from last period of service. 
Applicants with prior enlisted service 
and reenlistees separated from their last 
period of service for unsuitability, unfit¬ 
ness, disloyalty, or any of the regulations 
and/or conditions enumerated in sub- 
paragraphs (1) through (6) of this para¬ 
graph: 

(1) General —(i) Men. Applicants last 
se!)arate<i from any of the Armed Forces 
with other than an honorable or general 
discharge except: 

(o) Restored Air Force prisoners, re¬ 
stored under the Air Force restoration 
policy, may be enlisted without regard 
to type or condition of the discharge. 

(b) Former male airmen last sepa¬ 
rated with an undesirable, bad conduct or 
dishonorable discharge may be enlisted 
provided the Secretary of the Air Force 
deems the discharge is not a bar to en¬ 
listment and provided that he is other¬ 
wise qualified. Persons affected may be 
advised that they may submit an appli¬ 
cation for consideration after a period 
of two years has elapsed since discharge 
and/or unconditional release from con¬ 
finement, probation or parole. Applica¬ 
tion may be submitted on AF Form #63, 
Application for Waiver of Discharge for 
Enlistment in the United States Air 
Force, which may be requisitioned from 
the Air Adjutant General, Headquarters 
^SAF, Attention: Publishing Division, 
Washington 25, D. C. 

(ii) Women. Applicants separated 
from any of the Armed Forces with other 
than an honorable discharge are not 
eligible to enlist. 

(iii) Applicants last discharged from 
any of the Armed Forces by reason of 
dependency or hardship are not eligible 
to enlist, except as follows: 

No. 167-2 


(a) Air Force recruiting detachment 
commanders may approve waivers for 
enlistment of persons last separated by 
reason of dependency or hardship pro¬ 
vided that 1 year has elapsed since date 
of last discharge and the cause for dis¬ 
charge no longer exists. The following 
procedure will apply: 

(1) A signed statement in duplicate 
will be submitted by applicant for en¬ 
listment. The statement will be in two 
parts. The first part will give the de¬ 
tailed reasons why discharge was ob¬ 
tained. The second part will give in 
detail the reasons why the conditions no 
longer exist. 

(2) In addition to the statement from 
the applicant, proof that dependency or 
hardship no longer exists will be fur¬ 
nished in the form of affidavits or sworn 
statements in duplicate executed by the 
person or persons on whose behalf the 
discharge was obtained or from another 
member of the community who is 
thoroughly familiar with the home con¬ 
ditions of the applicant’s family. The 
burden of proof rests with the applicant 
for enlistment. The facilities of the 
selective service system or the American 
Red Cross will not be used to obtain this 
Information. If waiver is approved, the 
original waiver authorization with the 
statement from applicant and from in¬ 
terested party will be fastened to original 
of DD Form 4. The duplicates will be 
attached to duplicate of DD Form 4. 

<b) Requests for waivers for the en¬ 
listment of persons last separated by 
reason of dependency or hardship may 
be submitted to Headquarters USAF 
when the applicant has been separated 
for a period of less than 1 year but more 
than 91 days*. Statements required by 
this subdivision will be forwarded with 
requests for waivers. 

(iv) Persons who w’ere last separated 
from military service by a discharge 
and/or condition of separation which is 
a bar to enlistment, and where waivers 
are not authorized may be advised of 
the procedure for review of discharge, 
when appropriate. This procedure is 
contained in §§ 881.16 to 881.25 of this 
subchapter. Favorable action by the 
discharge review board may make the 
applicant eligible for enUstment. if 
otherwise qualified. ^ 

(o) Applicants who claim prior honor• 
able service but unable to produce^rit'- 
ten evidence of last active service. Ap¬ 
plicants who claim prior honorable 
service in the Armed Forces but who are 
unable to produce their report of separa¬ 
tion or other w’ritten evidence of last 
active service will not be enlisted or 
reenlisted until verification of such serv¬ 
ice is obtained. 

(p) Retired personnel. Persons who 
are in a retired status for disability or 
length of service. 

(q) Persons receiving retired or re* 
tainer pay. Persons receiving retired or 
retainer pay from any of the Armed 
Forces. 

(r) Persons separated in pay grade 
E-1 or E~-2. (1) Persons who were last 
separated from any of the Armed Forces 
in pay grade E-1 or E-2 who had not 
progressed to pay grade E-3 or higher 
and who completed 18 months or more 


service during their last enlistment are 
ineligible, except as indicated in sub- 
paragraph (2) of this paragraph. Doc¬ 
umentary evidence of progression to 
grade E-3 or higher must be submitted. 
Waivers will not be granted. 

(2) Former Aviation Cadets who have 
served less than 18 months in an airman 
status subsequent to termination of avia¬ 
tion cadet training and who have not 
progressed to grade E-3 may reenllst if 
they are not in a surplus AFSC or if 
they are qualified for and volunteer for 
training in a skill other than surplus. 

(s) Persons with time lost —(1) Men. 
Applicants who have 30 days or more 
time lost under former AW 107, 10 
U. S. C. 3638, or act of July 24, 1956 (70 
Stat. 631), or have time lost under 
similar circumstances in the Navy, Ma¬ 
rine Corps, or Coast Guard. Waivers of 
time lost for prior service personnel and 
reenlistees may be requested from Head¬ 
quarters USAF. Waivers for the purpose 
of reenlistment for airmen currently 
serving may be requested from air base 
commander. 

(2) Women. Applicants who have 
over 5 days lost under former AW 107. 
10 U. S. C. 3638, or act of July 24. 1956 
(70 Stat. 631), or have time lost under 
similar circumstances in the Navy. Ma¬ 
rine Corps, or Coast Guard, will not be 
enlisted. Waivers of time lost for prior 
service personnel and reenlistees may be 
requested from Headquarters USAF. 
Waivers for the purpose of reenlistment 
for airmen currently serving, may be 
requested from air base commander. 

(t) Afarrted women without prior 
service. Married women without prior 
service. 

(u) Women applicants found unsuit* 
able for military service. Women appli¬ 
cants found unsuitable for military serv¬ 
ice as a result of personal interview 
duriqg enlistment processing. 

(v) Women applicants with prior en* 
listed service. Women applicants with 
prior enlisted service in any of the other 
Armed Force at any time, and WAP 
separated prior to January 1. 1950. will 
not be enlisted without prior approval 
of Headquarters USAF. 

§ 871.5 Persons with dependents — 
(a) Persons without prior service. Ap¬ 
plicants otherwise eligible to enlist in 
pay grades E-1 or E-2 may enlist with 
not more than one dependent, subject 
to the limitatiohs of paragraph (d) of 
this section. Waivers will not be granted. 

(b) Person with prior enlisted service. 
(1) Applicants otherwise eligible to en¬ 
list in pay grades E-1 or E-2 may be 
enlisted with not more than one de¬ 
pendent. subject to the limitations of 
paragraph (d) of this section. Waivers 
will not be granted. 

(2) Applicants otherwise eligible to 
enlist in pay grade E-3 may be enlisted 
with not more than two dependents, sub¬ 
ject to the limitations of paragraph (d) 
of this section. 

(3) Applicants otherwise eligible to 
enlist in pay grade E-4 may be enlisted 
with not more than two dependents, 
except that persons otherwise eligible to 
enlist in pay grade E-4 who have 3*4 
or more years of service for pay purposes 
may be enlisted without regard to num- 
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ber of dependents, subject to the limita¬ 
tions of paragraph (d) of this section, 

(4) Applicants otherwise eligible to 
enlist in pay grades E-5, E-6 and E-7 
may be enlisted without regard to num¬ 
ber of dependents, subject to the limita¬ 
tions of paragraph (d) of this section. 

(5) Waiver requests are authorized in 
subparagraphs (2) and (3) of this para¬ 
graph only in exceptional cases of un¬ 
usual financial stability and income not 
based on gratuities of money or support 
from relatives or upon the assumption 
that the wife and mother will continue 
to work to assist in supporting the 
family. 

(c) Reenlistees. Reenlistees may be 
enlisted without regard to number of 
dependents, subject to the limitations of 
paragraph (d) of this section. 

(d) Women with minor dependents. 

(1) Women who are parents by birth or 
adoption of a child under 18 years of 
age of whom they have personal or legal 
custody may not be enlisted or reenlisted. 
Women who have surrendered all rights 
to custody and control of natural chil¬ 
dren through formal adoption may be 
accepted for enlistment, provided that 
evidence in the form of a copy of the 
decree of adoption is submitted. This 
document will be attached to original 
of DD Form 4. 

(2) Women who are stepparents of a 
child under 18 years of age and if the 
child is within their household for a 
period of more than 30 days a year may 
not be enlisted or reenlisted. 

(3) Women who have personal cus¬ 
tody of any child imder 18 years of age 
may not be enlisted or reenlisted. 

(4) Women who have had an illegiti¬ 
mate pregnancy, may not be enlisted or 
reenlisted. 

§ 871.6 Periods of enlistment and 
grade —(a) Enlistment —(1) Men. En¬ 
listments are authorized for 4 or 6 years 
at the option of the person enlisting or 
reenlisting. 

(2) Women. Enlistments are author¬ 
ized for 3. 4 or 6 years at the option of 
the person enlisting or reenlisting. 

(b) Grade. Applicants are enlisted in 
the permanent grade to which they are 
authorized. Persons authorized a higher 
temporary grade will be promoted to that 
grade at the time and place of enlistment. 

§ 871.7 Miscellaneous instructions-^ 
(a) Transportation and subsistence — (1) 
General. Applicants for enlistment will 
be furnished transportation and meal 
tickets, if available, for travel from the 
place where these applicants make ap¬ 
plication for enlistment, or from their 
homes to the place of physical examina¬ 
tion and/or place of acceptance for en¬ 
listment, including return travel in the 
event the applicant is rejected or returns 
home to await further orders. 

(2) Rejected applicants. Return 
transportation and subsistence from the 
recruiting main stations to point of 
initial acceptance will be furnished in 
accordance with existing regulations to 
rejected applicants and to those accept¬ 
able applicants who cannot be enlisted 
due to quota or other administrative 
restrictions. Return transportation will 
not be furnished an applicant who con¬ 
cealed disqualification and, as a result. 
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was later rejected as an applicant for 
enlistment. 

(3) Applicants discharged for physical 
disability. Government transportation 
and meals or meal tickets will not be 
furnished from recruiting office, recruit¬ 
ing main station, or other place of physi¬ 
cal examination for applicants who have 
been discharged from last active service 
by reason of physical disability. Such 
applicants desiring enlistment will be 
informed that they must defray their 
own expenses in connection with travel 
for physical examination. 

(4) Applicant declining or failing to 
enlist. An applicant for enlistment who 
received transportation, lodging, sub¬ 
sistence, or monetary allowance in place 
thereof at Government expense or who 
is responsible for the loss or destruction 
of Government property and then de¬ 
clines or fails to enlist will be requested 
to refund the costs involved. 

[SEALl Charles M. McDermott, 

Colonel, U. S. Air Force, 
Deputy Air Adjutant General. 

IP. R. Doc. 67-7027; Piled. Aug. 27, 1957; 

8:45 a. m.) 


TITLE 43—PUBLIC LANDS: 
INTERIOR 

Chapter I—Bureau of Land Manage* 
ment, Department of the Interior 

Appendix—Public Lond Orders 
(Public Land Order 1471 ] 

[Arizona 014356] 

Arizona 

WITHDRAWING PUBLIC LANDS IN ARIZONA FOR 
USE OP DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY, IN, 
CONNECTION WITH ELECTRONICS PROVING 
GROUND, FORT HUACHUCA, ARIZONA 

By virtue of the authority vested in 
the President and pursuant to Executive 
Order No. 10355 of May 26, 1952, it is 
ordered as follows: 

1. Subject to valid existing rights, the 
following described public lands in Ari¬ 
zona are hereby withdrawn from all 
forms of appropriation under the public 
land laws, including the mining and 
mineral leasing laws, except as hereafter 
indicated, and reserved for use by the 
Department of the Army, for military 
purposes: 

Gila and Salt Rivcb Meridian 
T. 20 S.. R. 20 E.. 

Sec. 25. NEV4NE^. S*4NE»4, EV^W^, and 
SEV4; 

Sec. 26. Lot 1, NE»4SWV4» SWV4SWV4. and 
SEy4; 

Sec. 36. 

T.21 8..R. 20 E., 

1 ELTlCl 2* 

Sec. 3, Lot 1. NV4SEV4. and SEV4SE»^: 

Sec. 4, Lots 2 and 3. SyjNy,. and S*A; 

Sec. 9; 

Sec. 10. N*4 and SW>/4; 

Sec. 11. 8E^: 

Sec. 12; 

Sec. 13, NE^: 

Sec. 16. 

T. 20S..R. 21 E.. 

Sec. 19. NE^; 

Sec. 20; 

Sec. 21. WV4: 

Sec. 29.N*^.SW*4; 

Secs. 30 and 32. 


T 21 S R 21 E 

Sec. 3. Lots 6. *7. WV^SEl^ and SW: 

Sec. 4. Lots 1. 2, 3. 4. S>4NV4. NV4S14 and 
SWV4SW»4; 

Sec. 6. Lots 1.2, 3. 4, and SE^: 

Sec. 7. Lots 1, 2. 3. 4. NE',4. E^W*^. and 
SV4SE14; 

Secs. 8,9,10. and 16. 

The areas described aggregate 13,463.27 
acres. 

2. The withdrawal made by this order 
shall attach to the following-described 
lands, or any of them, upon acquisition 
of title thereto by the United States; 

T. 20 s.. R. 20 E.. 

Sec. 25. NW»^NE% and W*/2W»4; 

Sec.26,SE%SWV4. 

T.21 S.. R. 20 E., 

Sec. 8. Lots 2, 3. 4. SV^N^. SWVi and 

sw^sEy4; 

Sec. 4. Lot 4; 

Sec. 6.EV2SEV4; 

Sec. 8,E>/2NEV4; 

T 21 S R 21 E 

Sec. 4. SE%SW^ and S^SE^; 

Sec. 6. SV4N*/a and SW*^; 

Sec. 7.NV4SEV4. 

3. The jurisdiction granted by this 
order is subject to the following condi¬ 
tions: 

(a) That the interests of the United 
States in all minerals, including oil and 
gas, in the lands shall remain under 
jurisdiction of the Department of the 
Interior, and no disposition of. or ex¬ 
ploration for such minerals shall be 
made except under the applicable mining 
and mineral leasing laws, and then only 
after such modification of the provisions 
of this order, with concurrence of the 
Department of the Army, as may be 
necessary to permit such disposition. 

(b) All hunting, fishing and trapping 
on the lands shall be in accordance with 
the fish and game laws of the State of 
Arizona. The general public shall enjoy 
the same rights to hunt, fish or trap on 
the lands as may be afforded to military 
personnel, their dependents or em¬ 
ployees of the Department of Defense. 

(c) Upon termination of jurisdiction 
of the Department of the Army over the 
lands, that Department shall certify to 
the Depai'tment of the Interior that the 
lands have been decontaminated of un¬ 
exploded ordnance or other objects or 
materials potentially dangerous to users 
of the lands, and such certification 
shall be an essential prerequisite to the 
reassumption by the Department of the 
Interior of jurisdiction over the lands. 

(d) Tlie Department of the Army may 
close roads or trails commonly in public 
use but only at times when the public 
safety or national security as determined 
by the Commanding Officer in charge 
requires such closure, and appropriate 
warning notices shall be kept posted 
during such times. 

<e) Grazing use of the lands, if de¬ 
termined by the Commanding Officer in 
charge to be compatible with their use 
for military purposes, shall be adminis¬ 
tered by the Bureau of Land Manage¬ 
ment imder the provisions of the Taylor 
Grazing Act of June 28, 1934 (48 Stat. 
315, 43 U. S. C. 315, et seq.) as amended. 

(f) The Department of the Army shall 
take all necessary precautions to prevent 
and suppress brush and range fires oc¬ 
curring within the withdrawn lands, or 
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outside such lands when resulting from 
military use. and may enter into agree¬ 
ment with the Bureau of Land Manage¬ 
ment to provide for a transfer of funds 
for the suppression of range fires by the 
Bureau of Land Management. 

(g) Personnel of the State Depart¬ 
ment of Pish and Game and the United 
States Bureau of Sport Fisheries and 
Wildlife shall have access to the lands 
at appropriate times not inconsistent 
vith military requirements, at such 
times as may be mutually agreed upon 
with the Commanding Officer of the in¬ 
stallation in charge, for the purpose of 


conducting Investigations and programs 
for the control of predatory animals, and 
at all times when hunting, fishing, or 
trapping is being permitted, for enforce¬ 
ment of the game laws. 

(h) Personnel of the Bureau of Land 
Management shall have access to and 
across the lands, when necessary, and at 
appropriate times not inconsistent with 
military requirements, in connection 
with administration of adjacent public 
lands, and the Department of the Army 
shall designate such times as the neces¬ 
sities therefor arise. 


(1) The withdrawal made by this order 
shall not extend to any waters in or 
upon the lands. Any waters not hereto¬ 
fore appropriated shall continue subject 
to appropriation, as may be authorized 
by applicable law. The Department of 
the Army shall not appropriate any of 
such waters except under applicable 
State law. 

Roger C. Ernst. 

Secretary of the Interior, 

August 22, 1957. 

IF. R. Doc. 57-7028: Filed, Aug. 27. 1957; 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 

Internal Revenue Service 

I 26 CFR (1954) Part 1 1 

Income Tax; Taxable Years Begitwing 
After December 31, 1953 

TERMINATION OF ESTATES AND TRUSTS 

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the 
Administrative Procedure Act, approved 
June 11, 1946. that the regulations set 
forth in tentative form below are pro¬ 
posed to be prescribed by the Commis¬ 
sioner of Internal Revenue, with the ap¬ 
proval of the Secretary of the Treasury 
or his delegate. Prior to the final adop¬ 
tion of such regulations, consideration 
will be given to any data, views, or argu¬ 
ments pertaining thereto which are sub¬ 
mitted in writing, in duplicate, to the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue, At¬ 
tention: T:P. Washington 25, D. C., with¬ 
in the period of 30 days from the date of 
publication of this notice in the Federal 
Register. The proposed regulations are 
to be issued under the authority con¬ 
tained in section 7805 of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1954 (68A Stat. 917; 26 
U. S.C. 7805). 

[seal] O. Gordon Delk, 

Acting Commissioner of 

Internal Revenue. 

In order to c larif y^ the Income Tax 
Regulations (26 CFR Part 1) under sec¬ 
tion 641 (b) of the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1954. relating to computation 
and payment of income taxes by an estate 
or trust, paragraph (c) of § 1.641 (b)-3 
is amended to read as follows: 

§ 1.641 (b)-3 Termination of estates 
and trusts, • ♦ • 

(c) (1) During the period between the 
occurrence of an event which causes a 
trust to terminate and the time when a 
trust is considered as terminated under 
this section, the income and the excess 
of capital gains over capital losses of the 
trust (subsequent to the terminating 
event) are. in general, considered as 
amounts required to be distributed for 
the year in which they are received. For 
example, a trust instrument provides for 
the payment of Income to A during her 
life, and upon her death for the payment 
of the corpus to B. The trust reports on 
the basis of the calendar year. A dies on 


November 1. 1955, but no distribution is 
made to B until January 15, 1956. The 
income of the trust and the excess of 
capital gains over capital losses for the 
period November 2 through December 31 
are treated under sections 661 and 662 as 
amounts required to be distributed to B 
for the year 1955. See § 1.663 (c)-3 (e) 
for application of the separate share rule. 

(2) Where there is a legal dispute as 
to the proper distribution of the trust 
property (or portion thereof) on termi¬ 
nation. the Income and the excess of 
capital gains over capital losses of the 
trust (subsequent to the terminating 
event) allocable to such portion as is in 
dispute are not considered as amounts 
required to be distributed for the year In 
which they are received. Such income 
and gains are taxable to the trust. The 
throwback provisions of sections 665 
through 668 may, however, apply when 
actual distribution is made. 

[F. R. Doc. 57-7050: Filed, Aug. 27, 1957; 

8:49 a. m.J 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural Marketing Service 
[ 7 CFR Part 28 1 

Cotton Fiber and Spinning Tests 

proposed revision of tests and fees 

Notice is hereby given that the United 
States Department of Agriculture is con¬ 
sidering amendment of the regulations 
governing cotton fiber and spinning tests 
(7 CFR 28.950-28.961) to revise the 
schedule of tests offered and the fees 
charged, pursuant to authority contained 
in the Cotton Statistics and Estimates 
Act of March 3. 1927, as amended (55 
Stat. 131; 7U. S. C. 473d). 

The proposed amendment would make 
provision for new tests of cotton fiber 
length and on bleaching, dyeing, and 
mercerizing of samples of cotton yarn, 
measurement of color and luster of cot¬ 
ton yarn, and measurement of moisture 
regain and acid-alkalinity of cotton sam¬ 
ples. The proposed amendment would 
delete the item for ginning fiber and 
spinning test samples, quantity rates for 
all tests, would provide minimum fees 
for some tests, and in a few instances 
would make adjustments in fees charged 
in order to make such fees cover as 


nearly as possible the costs of perform¬ 
ing the tests. 

The proposed amendment is as 
follows: 

Subpart E—Cotton Fiber and Spinning 
Tests 

administration 

5 28.950 Authority. The Adminis¬ 
trator of the Agricultural Marketing 
Service is charged with the administra¬ 
tion of the provisions of the act and 
the regulations in this subpart and is 
authorized to issue such instinctions as 
he may deem proper and necessary. 

§ 28.951 Laboratories, Laboratories 
shall be maintained at points designated 
by the Administrator of the Agricultural 
Marketing Service. 

fiber and spinning tests 

§ 28.952 Testing of samples. The 
Administrator of the Agricultural Mar¬ 
keting Service or his authorized repre¬ 
sentatives, upon written requests, shall 
make fiber and spinning tests of the 
properties of cotton samples and report 
the results thereof to the persons from 
whom such requests are received, sub¬ 
ject to compliance by such persons with 
the regulations in this subpart and to the 
payment by them of fees as prescribed 
herein. 

§ 28.953 Requirements as to samples. 
Each sample of ginned cotton lint sub¬ 
mitted for fiber and spinning tests shall 
weigh approximately as shown below 
unless otherwise specified in the partic¬ 
ular test item as prescribed herein: 

1 ounce or more for fiber teste. 

6 pounds or more for carded yarn spinning 
tests. 

8 pounds or more for combed yarn spinning 
tests. 

10 pounds or more for carded and combed 
yarn spinning tests. 

Each individual sample submitted for 
testing shall contain a tag or coupon 
bearing a number or other identification 
symbol. Individually labelled samples 
may be sent in one or more parcels, each 
of which shall bear on the outside there¬ 
of the name and address of the person 
submitting it. Persons who submit 
samples to laboratories for testing shall 
comply with any Federal or State 
quarantine requirements applicable to 
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counties from which such samples are 
shipped. 

5 28.954 Costs of submitting samples. 
The ti-ansportation of samples to a lab¬ 
oratory for testing shall be without ex¬ 
pense to the Government. 

§ 28.955 Disposition of samples. The 
remnants of samples and the other ma¬ 
terials accumulated in the making of 
tests under the regulations in this sub¬ 
part shall be the property of the Govern¬ 
ment. Portions of such samples and 
materials, however, may be used for il¬ 
lustrative purposes in connection with 
laboratory reports submitted to persons 
applying for such tests or may be re¬ 
turned to such persons as prescribed 
herein for specific test items. 

§ 28.956 Prescribed fees. Fees for 
fiber and spinning tests shall be assessed 
in accordance with items 1 to 35, in¬ 
clusive, as listed below: 

Item KIND OF TEST Fct pet 

No. test 

1. Truncated fiber leng^th array of 
cotton samples (reporting the per¬ 
centage of fibers V4-i»ch and longer 
and the mean length and uni¬ 
formity of length of such fibers 
as based on 3 specimens from a 


blended sample): 

a. Ginned cotton lint, per 

sample_ $9. 00 

b. Comber noUs, per sample_ 14.00 

c. Other cotton waste, per 

sample ___ 19.00 


2. Fiber length array of cotton 
samples (reporting the average 
length and the average length vari¬ 
ability as based on 3 specimens 
from a blended sample): 

a. Ginned cotton lint, per 

sample____ 10.00 

b. Cotton comber noils, per 

sample_ 15. 00 

c. Other cotton wastes, per 

sample__ 20. 00 

2.1. Fiber lengd^h array of cotton 
samples (reporting the average per¬ 
centage of fibers by weight in each 
H-inch group, the average length, 
and the average length veirlabUlty 
as based on 3 specimens from a 
blended sample): 

a. Ginned cotton lint, per 

sample__ 12. 50 

b. Cotton comber noils, per 

sample_ 17. 50 

c. Other cotton wastes, per 

sample___ 22. 50 

2.2. Fiber array of cotton samples in¬ 
cluding purified or absorbent cot¬ 
ton (reporting the average percent¬ 
age of fibers *^-inch and longer by 
weight, the average of fibers shorter 
than V4-iuch by weight, the aver¬ 
age length, and the average length 
variability as based on 3 specimens 

from each sample), per sample_ 12. 50 

3. Fiber length of ginned cotton lint 
by Fibrograph method (reporting 
the average length and the average 
length uniformity as based on 4 
specimens from a blended sample), 

per sample_ 1.50 

Minimum fee unless performed 
in connection with other tests 
requiring a blended specimen 3. 00 

3.1. Fiber length of ginned cotton lint 
by Fibrograph method (reporting 
the length of each sub-sample and 
the average length and the average 
length uniformity for each group 
of replicate sub-samples as based 
on 2 specimens from each of 3 or 
more replicate unblended sub¬ 


samples). per sub-sample__ .75 

Minimum fee_- 3.00 


Item KIND OP TEST Fee per 

No. test 

4. Foreign matter content In un¬ 
ginned seed cotton (reporting the 
percentage of foreigpi matter as 
based on a fractionation test on a 
300-gram specimen), per sample... $1.00 

Minimum fee_ 3.00 

5. Fiber strength - of ginned cotton 

lint by flat bundle method (report¬ 
ing the average strength as based 
on 4 or more specimens from a 
blended sample), per sample_ 1.50 

Minimiun fee unless performed 
in connection with other tests 

requiring a blended specimen_ 3. 00 

5.1. Fiber strength of ginned cotton 
lint by flat bundle method (report¬ 
ing the strength of each sub-sample 
and the average strength for each 
group of replicate sub-samples as 
based on 2 specimens for each of 
3 or more replicate unblended sub¬ 


samples) , per sub-sample__ . 75 

Minimum fee_ 3. 00 


6. Fiber maturity and fineness of 
ginned cotton lint by the Caxisti- 
calre method (reporting the average 
maturity and fineness as based on 
2 specimens from a blended 


sample), per sample____ 1.50 

Minimum fee_ 6. 00 


6.1. Micronaire tests on ginned cot¬ 
ton lint (reporting the average 
Micronaire reading as based on 2 
8p>ecimens from a blended sample), 

per sample_ ,75 

Minimum fee unless performed 
• in connection with other tests 

requiring a blended specimen 3.00 

6.2. Micronaire tests on ginned cot¬ 
ton lint (reporting the Micronaire 
reading for each sub-sample and 
the average Micronaire reading for 
each group of replicate sub-samples 
as based on 1 specimen from each 
of 2 or more replicate unblended 


sub-samples). per sub-sample_, . 25 

Minimum fee__ 3. 00 


63. Fiber fineness and matiudty of 
ginned cotton lint by array method 
(reporting the weighted average 
according to the distribution of the 
fibers in the arrays for both weight- 
per-lnch and percentage of mature 
fibers as based on 2 determinations 
on the fibers in each ^-inch group 
from a composite of 2 length 
arrays): 


a. From raw stock, per sample_ 15.00 

b. From arrayed specimens pre¬ 

pared in connection with 
• items 2, 2.1, or 2.2. per 
sample_ 7. 50 


7. Neps content of ginned cotton lint 

(reporting the neps per 100 square 
inches as based on the web pre¬ 
pared from a 3-gram specimen by 
using accessory equipment with the 
mechanical fiber blender), per 
sample__ 2, 00 

Minimum fee unless performed 
in connection with other tests 
requiring a blended specimen.« 6.00 

8. Furnishing American cotton for 
laboratory check test (Including 
data for length by both array and 
Fibrograph methods, strength by 
fiat bundle method V^-inch gauge, 
maturity an^ fineness by the 
Causticaire method); 

a. Short staple, per 1-pound 


sample_ 7. 50 

b. Medium staple, per 1-pound 

sample_ 7. 50 

c. Long staple, per 1-pound 

sample_ 7. 50 

d. Extra long staple, per 1-pound 

sample_- 7. 50 


Item KIND or test Fee per 

No. test 

0. Blending samples of ginned cotton 
lint (including the blending of a 
10-gram sample on the mechanical 
fiber blender and returning the . 
blended sample to the applicant), 

per sample_— $1.00 

10. Moisture content of ginned cotton 
lint, cotton stock at various stages 
of processing, and cotton lint waste 
of various types (reporting the 
percentage of moisture content by 
the oven-drying method as based 
on a 20-gram specimen), per 


sample_-____ . 75 

Minimum fee_ 3. 00 

10.1. Moisture content of unginned 

seed cotton (reporting the percent¬ 
age of moisture content by the 
oven-drying method as based on a 
50-gram specimen). per sample_ 1. 25 

Minimum fee_- 5. 00 

10.2. Moisture regain of ginned cotton 
lint at 92 percent relative hiunidity 
(reporting the average percentage 
of moisture regain as based on the 


bone-dry weight of two ^-gram 


specimens), per sample.__ 1.25 

Minimum fee ^__ 5.00 


11. CkJtton carded yarn spinning test 
(reporting data on the wastes ex¬ 
tracted, the neps in card web. the 
yarn skein strength, the yarn ap¬ 
pearance and classification and 
fiber length as specified in items 
28 and 3 as well as comments sum¬ 
marizing any unusual observations 
as based on the processing of 5 
pounds of cotton in accordance 
with standard laboratory proce¬ 
dures at one of the standard rates 
of carding of 6V4. or 12% 

pounds-per-hour into two of the 
standard carded yarn members Of 
8s. 14s. 22s. 36s, 44s. 50s. or 60s. 
employing a standard twist multi¬ 
plier unless otherwise specified). 


per sample_- 30.00 

Minimum fee_____ 60. 00 


12. Cotton combed yarn spinning 
test (reporting data on the wastes 
extracted, the neps in card web. 
the yarn skein strength, the yarn 
appearance, and classification and 
fiber length as specified in items 
28 and 3 as well as comments sum¬ 
marizing any unusual observations 
as based on the processing of 7 
pounds of cotton in accordance 
with standard procedures at one of 
the standard rates of carding of 
614. or 9V4 pounds-per-hour 
into two of the standard combed 
yam numbers of 22s. 36s. 44s. 50s, 
60s. 80s. or 100s employing a stand¬ 
ard twist multiplier unless other¬ 


wise specified), per sample_ 40.00 

Minimum fee_ 80. 00 


13. Cotton carded and combed yarn 
spinning test (reporting the results 
specified in item numbers 11 and 
12 in combination as based on the 
processing of 9 pounds of cotton 
into two of the standard carded 
and two of the standard combed 
yarn numbers employing the same 
carding rate and the same yarn 


numbers for both the carded and 

the combed yarns), per sample_ 50.00 

Minimum fee___100.00 


14. Cotton carded and combed yam 
spinning test (reporting the re¬ 
sults specified in item numbers 11 
and 12 in combination as based on 
the processing of 9 pounds of cot¬ 
ton into two of the standard 
carded and two of the standard 
combed yarn numbers employing 
different carding rates and/or yarn 
numbers for the carded and combed 


yarns), per sample.........._ 60.00 

Minimum fee._120.00 
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jtnn KIND or TEST Fee per 

No, test 

15, Two-pound cotton carded yarn 
spinning test (available to cotton 
breeders only reporting data on 
the neps in card web. the yarn 
skein strength, the yarn appear¬ 
ance and the classification and the 
fiber length of the cotton as speci¬ 
fied in item numbers 28 and 3 as 
well as comments on any unusual 
processing performance as based 
on the processing of 2 pounds of 
cotton in accordance with stand¬ 
ard procedures into 228 and 368 
carded yarns employing a standard 

twist multiplier), per sample_$20.00 

Minimum fee__ 40. 00 

16. Processing and testing of addi¬ 
tional yarn (any carded or combed 
yarn number processed in con¬ 
nection with spinning tests as spec¬ 
ified in item numbers 11 through 
14 including either additional yarn 
numbers or additional twist multi¬ 
pliers employed on the same yarn 
numbers): 

a. Single yarn reporting data on 

skein strength and appear¬ 
ance, per additional lot 
of yam_ 6. 00 

b. 2- or 3-ply yarn reporting data 

on skein strength only, per 

lot of yarn _ 10. 00 

16.1. Processing and furnishing of 
additional yam (any yam number 
processed in connection with spin¬ 
ning tests as specified in items 11 
through 14): 

a. Approximately 300 yards on 
each of 16 paper tubes for 
testing by the applicant, per 
additional lot of yam_ 10.00 

In the following quantities 
wound on paper tubes: 


Yam number 

Per 

pound 

Mini- 

mum 

fee 

b. Carded 60s or coarser.. 

10.00 

12,60 

c. Combed 60s or coarsex- 

12.60 

16.00 

d. Combed 61* to 80s. 

15 00 

17 60 

e. Combed 81a to lOOs.,.. 

17.60 

20.00 


17. Spinning twist test (reporting 
data on the skein strength of any 
yam number processed from 
ginned lint or stock in process em¬ 
ploying 6 different spinning twist 
multipliers as specified by the 
applicant for determining the opti¬ 
mum twist) processed as follows: 

a. PVom ginned lint or picker lap, 

per sample_ 40. 00 

b. Prom sliver, per sample_ 35.00 

c. From roving, per sample_ 30.00 

17.1. Additional spinning twist test 
(from the same material and in 
connection with a spinning test or 
a spinning twist test as specified in 
item numbers 11 through 14 and 
17 reporting data on yarn skein 
»tren^h for an additional yam 
number or additional twists on the 
same yarn number), per 6 lots 

of yarn__ 25.00 

18. Skein strength of yarn (report¬ 

ing data on the strength and the 
yarn numbers based on 25 skeins 
from yarn furnished by the appli¬ 
cant), per sample_ 2.50 

18.1. Single strand strength of yam 

(reporting data on the strength as 
based on a minimum of 10 breaks 
on yarn from each of 7 bobbins 
employing an automatic testing 
machine), per sample_ 3.00 

Minimum fee^_ 6.00 

a. Furnishing copy of chart rec¬ 
ord. per test_- 1.00 


Item KINO OF TEST Fee per 

No. test 

18.2. Single strand strength of ply 

yarn or cord (reporting data on the 
strength as based on 25 breaks 
employing a pendulum type testing 
machine). per sample_ $ 2 . 50 

18.3. Appearance grade of yarn on 

bobbins furnished by applicant (re¬ 
porting the appearance grade in 
accordance with ASTM standards as 
based on yarn wound from one 
bobbin), per bobbin_ 1.00 

a. Furnishing yarn wound on 
boards in connection with 
yam appearance tests as 
specified in item numbers 11 
through 15 and 18.3. per 
yarn number.,_ l. 00 

19. Procefising. weaving, and testing 
of fabric (reporting data on the 
warp and the filling strength by the 
grab method for any standard cot¬ 
ton fabric for which the labora¬ 
tories are equipped to produce 
which are processed in accordance 
with standard laboratory proce¬ 
dures) : 

a. Processed in connection with 

spinning testa as specified 
in item numbers 11 through 
14, per lot of fabric_ 70. 00 

b. Processed from yams fur¬ 

nished by the applicant, 

per lot of fabric_ 60. 00 

20. Strength of cotton fabric (repott¬ 
ing the average warp and filling 
strength by the grab method as 
based on 5 breaks for both warp 
and filling of fabric furnished by 

th^ applicant). per lot of fabric_ 2 . 50 

20.1. Cotton Fabric Analysis (report¬ 
ing data on the number of warp 
and filling threads per inch and the 
weight per yard of fabric as based 
on at least three (3) 6 x 6 -lnch speci¬ 
mens of fabric which was processed 
as specified in item number 19. or 
furnished by the applicant), per 

lot of fabric_ 5.00 

Minimum fee_ 10 . 00 

20.2. Sizing content of cotton fabric 
or yam (reporting data on sizing 
content as based on the desiztng 
of a 20 to 40 gram specimen of sized 
and, if available, unsized fabric or 
yarn which was processed as speci¬ 
fied in item number 19 or furnished 
by the applicant), per lot of fabric 

or yarn- 5 . oo 

Minimum fee_ 20. 00 

20.3. Alr-permeablllty of cotton fab¬ 

ric (reporting the average cubic feet 
of air per minute per square foot 
of fabric at a pressure drop of 0.5 
inches of water across the fabric 
as based on firve 10 x 10 -inch speci¬ 
mens) , per lot of fabric_ 2.50 

Minimum fee_ 6 .00 

21. Neps and waste test (reporting 
data on neps in card web and wastes 
extracted in the processing of a 
5-pound specimen of ginned cotton 
lint through the picking and card¬ 
ing processes in accordance with 
standard procedures as specified in 

item number 11 ), per sample_ 7 . 50 

21.1. Determination of neps in card 
web of cotton (reporting the aver¬ 
age number of neps per 100 square 
inches of web in specimens fur¬ 
nished by the applicant on boards 
covered with black velvet not to 
exceed 10 specimens or a total of 
360 square inches), per test_— 1.50 


Item KIND OF TEST Fee per 

No. test 

22. Sugar content and acid-alkalinity 

of ginned cotton lint (reporting 
data on the percentage of soluble 
reducing sugar content and the 
acid-alkalinity in pH units as 
based on chemical-colorimetric and 
electronic meter tests on water 
extracts), per sample_ $1. 00 

Minimum fee_ 5 . 00 

22.1. Sugar content only, per sample. . 75 

Minimum fee_ 3 . 75 

22.2. Acid-aIkalinity only, per 

sample_ . 75 

Minimum fee_ 3 . 75 

23. Color of ginned cotton lint (re¬ 

porting data on the reflectance in 
terms of Rd values and the degree 
of yellowness in terms of b values 
as based on color tests employing 
the Nickerson-Hunter colorimeter 
on samples which have a uniform 
surface mea.stuing 6 x 6 ^ inches 
and weighing approximately 60 
grams in order to provide specimens 
which are sufficiently thick to be 
opaque) , per sample__ .25 

Minimum fee_ 2 . 00 

23.1. Ftirnlshlng color diagrams of 

official grade standards (reporting 
color values plotted on a diagram as 
based on tests employing the 
Nickerson-Hunter colorimeter for 
standards purchased by the appli¬ 
cant) , per set or portion of set_ 16. 00 

23.2. Furnishing color standards (in¬ 

cluding a set of standards and a 
master diagram for use in calibrat¬ 
ing Nickerson-Hunter cotton 
colorimeters), per set_ 25. 00 

24. Furnishing copies of test data 
work sheets (Includes individual 
observations and calculations 
which are not routinely furnished 

to the applicant), per sheet__ 1.00 

26. Foreign matter content of cot¬ 
ton samples (reporting data on the 
non-lint content as based on the 
Shirley Analyzer separation of lint 
and foreign matter): 

a. For samples of ginned lint or 

comber noils, per lOO-g^am 
specimen- 2 . 00 

Minimum fee_ 4 . qo 

b. For samples of ginning and 

processing wastes other than 
comber noils, per lOO-gram 
specimen_ 6 . 00 

Mtnimiun fee_ 10 . 00 

26. Furnishing identified cotton sam¬ 

ples (includes samples of ginned 
lint, stock at any stage of process¬ 
ing or testing, waste of any type, 
yarn or fabric selected and identi¬ 
fied in connection with fiber and/or 
spinning teats), per identified 
sample_ . 75 

27. Furnishing additional copies of 
test reports (includes extra copies 
in addition to the 2 copies routinely 
furnished In connection with each 

test item), per additional sheet_ , 60 

27.1. Furnishing a certified relisting 
of test results (includes samples 
selected from any previous tests 
except sub-sample tests as specified 
in item numbers 3.1, 5.1 and 6.2 
which may not be relisted unless 
all replicate sub-samples in a group 
are included), per sheet__ 2.50 

28. Classification of ginned cotton 
lint in connection with fiber and/or 
spinning tests (includes grade and 
staple classification of 4-ounce 
samples in accordance with the 
applicable American standards for 

the cotton submitted), per sample. . 25 
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Item K^SD OF TEST Fee per 

No. test 

29. Combination fiber test Including 
test item numbers 3, 6 . and 6 , 

per sample___ $3.75 

a. When tested In connection 
with spinning test item 
numbers 11. 12, 13, 14 and 
16, per sample_ 2.60 

29.1. Combination fiber test Includ¬ 

ing test items 3, 6 and 6.1, per 
sample___ 3. 00 

a. When tested in connection 
with spinning test item 
numbers 11, 12, 13, 14 and 
15. per sample_ 1.75 

29.2. Combination fiber test including 

test items 3.1, 5.1 and 6.2 (on 3 or 
more replicate sub-samples), per 
sub-sample___—-- 1. BO 

Minimum fee- 4. 60 


30. Mercerizing and testing of cotton 
yarn (reporting data on the luster 
of two 120 -yard skeins and strength 
of the yarn as based on twenty-five 
120 -yard skeins mercerized in ac¬ 
cordance with standard laboratory 
proccdxires): 

a. Including the processing of 
the extra yarn in connection 
with spinning test Item 
numbers 11 through 14, per 


lot of yarn__ 12. 50 

Minimum fee_- 50. 00 

b. For yarn furnished by the ap¬ 
plicant (27 skeins of 120. 
yards each required), per lot 

of yarn_——_-___- 10.00 

Minimum fee_ 40. 00 


31. Bleaching and testing of cotton 
yarn (reporting data on the color 
of the yarn in terms of reflec¬ 
tance values and plus b degree of 
yellowness values as based on the 
measurement of two 120 -yard 
skeins either processed in connec¬ 
tion with spinning test Item num¬ 
bers 11 through 14 or furnished by 
the applicant and bleached in 
accordance with standard labora¬ 
tory procedures), per lot of yarn.. 6 . 00 

Minimum fee__ 90.00 

32. Bleaching, dyeing and testing of 
cotton yarn (reporting data on the 
color of the dyed yarn in terms of 
R.I reflectance values and minus b 
degree of blueness values as based 
on the measurement of two 120 - 
yard skeins either processed in con¬ 
nection with spinning test item 
numbers 11 through 14 or furnished 
by the applicant and bleached then 
dyed in accordance with standard 
laboratory procedures), per lot of 


yarn_ 10.00 

Minimum fee_160. 00 


33. Dyeing and testing of grey cotton 
yarn (reporting data on the color 
of the dyed yarn in terms of Rd re¬ 
flectance values and minus b degree 
of blueness values as based on the 
measurement of two 120 -yard 
skeins either processed in connec¬ 
tion with spinning test item num¬ 
bers 11 through 14 or furnished by 
the applicant and dyed in accord¬ 
ance with standard laboratory pro¬ 


cedures). per lot of yarn__ 6.00 

Minimum fee_ 90. 00 


34. Luster of cotton yarn (reporting 
d.\ta on the percent luster of grey 
or mercerized yarn either processed 
in connection with spinning test 
item numbers 11 through 14 or fur¬ 
nished by the applicant as based on 
the measurement of two 120 -yard 


skeins), per lot of yarn_- 1.00 

Minimum fee...____ 3.00 


Item KIND OP TEST Fee per 

No. test 

35. Ck)lor of cotton yarn (reporting 
data on the color of grey, bleached, 
dyed or bleached and dyed yarn 
either processed ln»connectlon with 
spinning test items 11 through 14 
or furnished by the applicant os 
based on the measurement of two 

120 -yard skeins), per lot of yarn $ 1 . 00 

Minimum fee___...___ 3.00 

I 28.957 Fees for special tests. In the 
disci*etion of the Administrator of the 
Agricultural Marketing Service, special 
tests not listed in § 28.956 may be made 
to the extent that available facilities 
will permit, subject to the payment of 
fees as determined by him. 

§ 28.958 Payment of fees. As soon as 
practicable after the last day of each 
calendar month, bills shall be rendered 
by officers in charge of testing labora¬ 
tories to all persons from whom payment 
of fees and costs under the regulations 
of this subpart shall become due, pro¬ 
vided that when desirable any bill may 
be rendered at an earlier date. Pay¬ 
ment under the regulations in this sub¬ 
part shall be by check or by draft or post 
office or express money order, payable 
to the order of “Agricultural Marketing 
Service.’* 

§ 28.959 Limitation of testing services. 
If at any time funds available for serv¬ 
ices under the regulations in this sub¬ 
part may be insufficient to provide for 
the testing of all samples that may be 
submitted for the purpose, the Adminis¬ 
trator of the Agrricultural Marketing 
Service may place reasonable limitations 
upon the quantities of samples to be 
submitted by individuals during any one 
fiscal year or any one calendar month, 
and may direct that samples received 
from cotton breeders shall take prece¬ 
dence over those received from other 
persons. 

§ 28.960 Cemfiidential information. 
No information concerning individual 
tests under the regulations in this sub¬ 
part shall be published or communicated 
in such a way as to disclose to others the 
identity of the owners of cotton repre¬ 
sented by samples submitted for testing, 
except with the written permission of 
such owners. 

§ 28.961 False and misleading infor¬ 
mation. The publication or communica¬ 
tion by any person of false or misleading 
information concerning the results of 
tests as reported by laboratories under 
the regulations in this subpart shall be 
deemed sufficient cause for denial of 
testing services to such persons. 

Any interested person who wishes to 
submit written data, views, or arguments 
concerning the proposed amendment 
may do so by filing them with the 
Director, Cotton Division, Agricultural 
Marketing Service, United States De¬ 
partment of Agriculture, Washington 
25. D. C., not later than 30 days after 
publication of this notice in the Federal 
Register. 


Done at Washington. D. C., this 14th 
day of August 1957. 

[seal] Roy W. Lennartson, 
Deputy Administrator, 
Agricultural Marketing Service. 

[P. R. Doc. 67-7022; Piled, Aug. 27, 1957; 
8:45 a. m.J 
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I Docket No. AO-16()-A18I 

Milk in Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, 
Marketing Area 

recommended decision and opportunity 
TO FILE written EXCEPTIONS WITH RE¬ 
SPECT TO PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO TEN¬ 
TATIVE MARKETING AGREEMENT AND TO 
ORDER, AS AMENDED. REGULATING HAN¬ 
DLING OF MILK IN PHILADELPHIA, PENN¬ 
SYLVANIA. MARKETING AREA 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Agri¬ 
cultural Marketing Agreement Act of 
1937, as amended (7 U. S. C. 601 et seq.), 
and the applicable rules orpractice and 
procedure, as amended, governing the 
formulation of marketing agreements 
and marketing orders (7 CFR 900), no¬ 
tice is hereby given of the filing with 
the Hearing Clerk of this recommended 
decision of the Deputy Administrator. 
Agricultural Marketing Service. United 
States Department of Agriculture, with 
respect to a proposed marketing agree¬ 
ment and order regulating the handlipg 
of milk in the Philadelphia, Pennsyl¬ 
vania. marketing area. Interested par¬ 
ties may file written exceptions to this 
decision with the Hearing Clerk, United 
States Department of Agriculture, Wash¬ 
ington 25, D. C., not later than the 
close of business the 15th day after 
publication of this decision in the Fed¬ 
eral Register. The exceptions should 
be filed in quadruplicate. 

Preliminary statement. A public 
hearing on the record of which the rec¬ 
ommended marketing agreement and 
amending order were foimulated was 
called by the Agricultural Marketing 
Service, United States Department of 
Agriculture, to receive evidence relative 
to those proposals set forth in the hear¬ 
ing notice issued on January 17, 1956 
(21 F. R. 429; F. R. Doc. 56-500) which 
under the amended notice of hearing 
issued by the Deputy Administrator on 
January 25,1956 (21 F. R. 647; F. R. Doc. 
56-699) were reserved for later hearing. 
Additional proposals were also invited 
and were submitted on behalf of inter¬ 
ested parties. The hearing was held in 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, on June Il¬ 
ls, July 16-31, August 3-22, November 
13-21, 1956, and January 21-31, Febru¬ 
ary 1-2, 1957. pursuant to a notice duly 
published in the Federal Register on 
May 22, 1956 (21 F. R. 3386; P. R. Doc. 
56-3983) and supplemental notices duly 
published in the Federal Register on 
October 25, 1956 (21 F. R. 8194; F. R. 
Doc. 56-8624) and January 10, 1957 (22 
P. R. 223; F. R. Doc. 57-185). The pe¬ 
riod until April 6, 1957, was allowed in¬ 
terested parties for the filing of briefs 
on the record. 
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The material Issues of record relate to: 

1. Enlargement of the marketing area. 

2. The producer milk plant definition. 

3. Revision of the Class I pricing form¬ 
ula, the level of the Class I price and the 
deletion of the supply-demand adjuster. 

4. The level of Class II price. 

5. The handler and producer butter- 
fat differentials. 

6. Elimination of nearby location dif¬ 
ferentials. 

7. Revision of other location differ¬ 
entials. 

8. Provision for an out-of-area pricing. 

9. The adoption of a marketwide type 
of pooling. 

10. Miscellaneous revisions. 

Findings and conclusions. The fol¬ 
lowing findings and conclusions on the 
material issues are based on evidence 
presented at the hearing and the record 
thereof: 

1. Enlargement of the marketing area. 
Proposals of producers and handlers as 
set forth in the hearing notice encom¬ 
passed an area which, in addition to the 
present marketing area, would have in¬ 
cluded the remainder of Philadelphia 
County, virtually all of both Bucks and 
Montgomery Counties, eleven boroughs 
and townships in the southeastern cor¬ 
ner and the eastern edge of Chester 
County. At the hearing they withdrew 
their proposals except for the remainder 
of Philadelphia County. 15 townships 
and boroughs in the southern portion 
of Bucks County, all or portions of 16 
townships and boroughs in Montgomery 
County and three townships and bor¬ 
oughs in Chester County. 

It is concluded that the marketing area 
should be extended and redefined to in¬ 
clude, in addition to the present terri¬ 
tory. the remainder of Philadelphia 
County and that part of Bucks County 
encompassing the townships of Bensa- 
lem, Bristol, Palls. Lower Makefield. 
Middletown, and Lower Southampton, 
and the boroughs of Yardley, Morris- 
ville, Tullytown, Bristol, Hulmeville, 
Longhome, Longhome Manor and 
Penndel. 

The marketing area, as presently con¬ 
stituted. includes all of Delaware Coun¬ 
ty, the bulk of Philadelphia County 
<City) and. with the exception of the 
northern tip of Upper Moreland town¬ 
ship, ten immediately adjacent Mont¬ 
gomery County townships and boroughs. 

The inclusion of the remainder of 
Philadelphia County at this time will 
bring no additional liandlers under reg¬ 
ulation. This area, which in earlier 
years was substantially rural in charac¬ 
ter. is now highly urbanized and repre- 
.^ents an appropriate extension of tlie 
present marketing area. It is served 
generally by Order 61 handlers in the 
regular course of business and is vir¬ 
tually indistinguishable from the re- 
niainder of the county which has long 
been a part of the marketing area. 

The southern portion of Bucks Coun¬ 
ty which is herein recommended for in¬ 
clusion in the marketing area is served 
by Philadelphia regulated handlers, lo¬ 
cal Pennsylvania dealers and by New 
Jersey dealers, primarily from the Tren¬ 
ton area. While the record suggests that 
that portion of the proposed marketing 


area immediately across the river from 
Trenton was earlier served primarily by 
Trenton dealers, rapid urbanization has 
encouraged Philadelphia handlers to ex¬ 
tend their routes throughout this area. 
While Philadelphia handlers have great¬ 
ly expanded their business in such area 
there appears to have been little in¬ 
crease in the relative volume of distribu¬ 
tion by Trenton handlers. There can 
be no doubt, on the basis of the record, 
that Philadelphia handlers are the pri¬ 
mary handlers now serving the area. 
While tholocal Pennsylvania dealers who 
would be brought under regulation by 
this extension do virtually all of their 
business within the Bucks County por¬ 
tion of the proposed area, the distribu¬ 
tion within the proposed area by New 
Jersey dealers is a minor part of their 
total Class I business. Borden-Cas- 
tania, the largest New Jersey dealer serv¬ 
ing the area, does almost 25 percent of 
its total Class I business here. Other 
New Jersey dealers, however, do a much 
smaller proportion of their business here. 

Even though certain New Jersey 
dealers may be brought under regulation 
by doing less than 25 percent of their 
total fiuid business in the area, such 
dealers are not placed in the usual cir¬ 
cumstances of the regulated dealer who 
finds himself in competition with un¬ 
regulated milk in his normal market. 
New Jersey has a State milk control law 
and since 1951 prices established by the 
New Jersey Office of Milk Industry have 
been higher than prices established 
imder Federal marketing Order No. 61. 
Under such circumstances the obligation 
of paying minimum Federal order prices 
will not adversely affect a New Jersey 
handler’s operations in his local distri¬ 
bution. At the same time it will give 
assurance to present Order 61 handlers 
and to local Pennsylvania dealers oper¬ 
ating in the area imder consideration 
that such New Jersey dealers cannot 
operate under a pricing advantage 
gained through uncontrolled interstate 
movements of milk. 

The situation in the presently unregu¬ 
lated portion of Philadelphia County and 
the southern part of Bucks County 
herein recommended for inclusion in the 
marketing area is significantly different 
from that in the balance of the Chester- 
Montgomery-Bucks County area which 
producers and handlers proposed and 
supported for inclusion. While the rec¬ 
ord does not permit a precise determina¬ 
tion of what dealers serve each of the 
various townships and boroughs in this 
area it is clear that the inclusion of any 
part thereof would bring under regula¬ 
tion a number of local Pennsylvania 
dealers doing the greater volume of their 
business over a much wider unregulated 
area. The record also substantiates the 
fact that presently regulated handlers 
do a substantial business beyond the 
limits of the supported proposal. 

The dynamic urbanization of the 
Philadelphia suburbs Is not restricted to 
the Philadelphia-S o u t h e r n Bucks 
County area herein proposed for inclu¬ 
sion nor to the remaining area which 
proponents supported at the hearing. 
Both producers and handlers placed con¬ 
siderable emphasis on population density 


in the delineation of marketing area. 
While density of population is an impor¬ 
tant factor in the organization of distri¬ 
bution routes, an arbitrary density 
standard cannot appropriately provide 
the standard for area delineation. It is 
apparent that neither the present mar¬ 
keting area, nor the area as herein rec¬ 
ommended embraces the normal area of 
distribution of regulated handlers. Not 
only do Order 61 handlers located in 
Philadelphia do a substantial business 
outside the area supported at the hear¬ 
ing. but other Order 61 handlers have 
their receiving and bottling plants 
actually located in this outside area and 
it is apparent that they do a very sub¬ 
stantial part of their fluid business in 
the surrounding local area. The record 
does not reveal why both producers and 
handlers withdrew support of their 
original proposals. 

Ideally, the established marketing 
area boundaries should encompass that 
area in which handlei*s who would be 
regulated do the preponderance of their 
business and shoiild leave a minimum of 
competition with unregulated handlers 
outside the area. Tlie record is clear, 
that much of the data and argument 
presented by producers and handlers in 
support of their modified proposals is 
equally applicable with reference to the 
area originally proposed and then aban¬ 
doned at the hearing. Any further ex¬ 
tension of the marketing area on the 
basis of the facts contained in this rec¬ 
ord would necessarily encompass a sub¬ 
stantially larger area than was sup¬ 
ported by proponents. However, all of 
the information necessary for a precise 
delineation of boundaries to provide fur¬ 
ther extension of area is not set forth 
in the record. 

2. Revision of the producer milk plant 
definition. The producer milk plant def¬ 
inition should be revised by deleting the 
listing of plants which in the past has 
provided the basis for regulation of the 
sr>ecified plants irrespective of their ac¬ 
tual performance in supplying milk to 
the market. The criteria for determin¬ 
ing whether a plant shall or shall not 
be regulated should be its current per¬ 
formance in supplying Class I milk to 
the market. It is not intended that 
through Federal regulation any group 
of producers shall be guaranteed a mar¬ 
ket for their milk. The order is in¬ 
tended to fix minimum prices which 
handlers must pay for milk in accord¬ 
ance with its actual use classification. 
So far as this order is concerned the 
handler, however, is free to choose his 
source of supply without restraint of 
any kind. 

It has been concluded in a later part 
of this decision that the individual han¬ 
dler type of pooling presently used in 
distributing returns to producers should 
not be changed at this time. If substan¬ 
tial performance standards are estab¬ 
lished under an individual handler r>ool 
a handler may elect to get a part or all 
of his supply from plants not meeting 
the qualif^ng standards and by so do¬ 
ing, to evade effective regulation. While 
it cannot be concluded that a procedure 
for protecting the integrity of regula¬ 
tion through some appropriate system 
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of compensatory payment Is not prac¬ 
tical under an individual handler type 
pooling, the record of this hearing does 
not provide the basis for such a provi¬ 
sion. Consequently, except during the 
short months of production, it is neces¬ 
sary that the operator of any plant 
which supplies milk to the market, any 
part of which is allocated to Class I. be 
fully regulated under the terms of the 
order and that all of the milk received at 
such plants from dairy farmers be con¬ 
sidered producer milk fully subject to 
the pricing provisions of the order. 

During the months of October through 
January, under the present terms of the 
order, a plant which makes shipments 
on less than 11 days during the month(s) 
to a pasteurizing or bottling plant or to 
a plant(s) supplying such plant, any 
part of which is allocated to Class I 
milk does not qualify as a producer 
milk plant. It was pointed out at the 
hearing that the Philadelphia market 
has an adequate supply of producer milk 
throughout the year and that such a 
provision is no longer necessary. In rec¬ 
ognition of this fact it was proposed 
that this exemption be either entirely 
removed or at least be further limited 
to plants supplying milk in an amount 
less than one hundred thousand poimds 
during the month. 

With supply plants fully regulated dur¬ 
ing the balance of the year there is little 
likelihood that a handler would give up 
his regular supply during the short 
months of production in order to gain 
a possible short term advantage by the 
use of tinpriced milk during such months 
when milk is generally in demand and 
prices are highest. While the record 
Indicates that there is an adequate sup¬ 
ply of regular producer milk through¬ 
out the year in the Philadelphia market, 
it must be recognized that under chang¬ 
ing circumstance^ it is possible that dur¬ 
ing the shortest months of production 
handlers may find it necessary to import 
supplemental supplies to meet fluid 
needs. Unless shipping privileges during 
this period are left rather liberal, han¬ 
dlers may have difficulty in securing such 
supplemental supplies when necessary 
since plant operators may be reluctant 
to place their entire operations under 
full regulation on the basis of limited 
shipments to the market. Notwithstand¬ 
ing. producers should have assurance 
that their milk, which is the reg¬ 
ular source of supply for the market, 
will not be displaced by unpriced milk 
in Class I uses. Proposed changes in the 
allocation procedure will tend to imple¬ 
ment this position. Under the circum¬ 
stances. it is unnecessary at this time 
to place further limitations on milk 
from other than fully regulated plants. 

The handler, however, should not be 
permitted to change his regular source 
of supply from its regulated to an un¬ 
regulated status merely by application 
of the 11-day shipping provision. Ac¬ 
cordingly. it is provided that during any 
of the months of October through Jan¬ 
uary a plant which supplies milk, any 
part of which is allocate to Class I. and 
which plant was a producer milk plant 
In at least four of the eight preceding 
months of February through l^ptember 
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shall be a producer milk plant in such 
month even though such shipments were 
made on less than eleven days. 

In the situation of a distributing plant 
fproducer milk plant) which receives 
milk directly from producers, as well as 
from independent supply plants, avail¬ 
able Class I utilization at the distribut¬ 
ing plant should first be assigned to the 
direct receipts from producers, then to 
receipts from other producer milk plants 
and finally to receipts from independent 
supply plants. Such assignment as be¬ 
tween several independent supply plants 
should be made pro rata according to 
the proportional volume of receipts from 
each such plant. This same procedure 
should also be applicable in the case of 
distributing plants which receive no 
milk from producers but which look to 
other plants as a source of supply. 

In the case of a multiple plant han¬ 
dler with both a pasteurizing and bot¬ 
tling plant and receiving plants, the 
handler should be permitted for pooling 
purposes to qualify his system of supply 
plants as a unit irrespective of whether 
the milk actually moves to the market 
as Class I milk. A multiple plant han¬ 
dler has a considerable degree of flexi¬ 
bility in the operation of a system of 
plants and under usual circumstances 
would be in a position to qualify all of 
his plants even though individual plant 
performance stahdards were established. 
The operator of such a system should be 
required to advise the market adminis¬ 
trator in writing what plants are to be 
included in the unit. Such notice, and 
notice bf any changes in designation, 
should be furnished prior to the first day 
of the month to which the notice applies. 

While a multiple plant handler should 
be permitted to qualify his system as a 
unit, producers shipping to such han¬ 
dlers should not be required to bear the 
cost of transporting to the market milk 
for Class n use nor should they bear the 
cost of transporting milk from distant 
points when milk is available from such 
handlers* nearby producer milk plants. 
In order to implement this principle it 
is provided that for purposes of comput¬ 
ing transportation allowances in the 
case of a multiple plant handler,* the 
total system Class I utilization shall first 
be allocated to direct producer receipts 
at the Philadelphia pasteurizing an<l 
bottling plant(s) and then in sequence 
to producer receipts at other plants 
qualified on the basis of the system in 
accordance to their nearness to Phila¬ 
delphia. This procedure will provide 
maximum freedom to the handler in the 
operation of his system plants while at 
the same time providing producers as¬ 
surance that they will not be burdened 
with imnecessary transportation costs 
for the convenience of the handler. 

3. Revision of the Class I pricing 
formula, the level of the Class I price 
and the deletion of the supply-demand 
adjuster. No change should be made in 
the Class I pricing formula or in the 
level of Class I price on the basis of this 
record. The Class I price under the 
order is presently determined on the 
basis of an economic type formula re¬ 
flecting the movements in the U. S. 
wholesale price index, prices paid Penn¬ 


sylvania farmers for feed, prices re¬ 
ceived by Pennsylvania farmers for farm 
products except dairy, the midwestem 
condensery pay price and Class I sales 
by regulated handlers. The formula 
contains a supply-demand adjustment 
factor which under si^ecified conditions 
may raise or lower the price 40 cents 
per hundredweight. Producer propo¬ 
nents at the hearing proposed that (1) 
the formula be revised to include a farm 
labor index, (2) the annual Class I level 
be raised, and (3) the supply-demand 
adjustment factor be eliminated. 

Producer witnesses on the issue of 
Class I price strongly supported the in¬ 
clusion of a farm labor factor in the 
pricing formula. They contended that 
wages for farm labor in the Philadelphia 
milkshed are strongly influenced by the 
fact that much of the area is highly in¬ 
dustrialized and that farm labor has 
considerable alternative emplosment op¬ 
portunity. As a result farm wage rates 
have advanced very sharply over an ex¬ 
tended period of time and the pricing 
formula has failed to fully reflect these 
increased costs. 

There can be no question but that 
faim wage rates have very substantially 
increased since 1951 when the present 
pricing formula was first adopted under 
the order. It Is also quite evident that 
the rate of increase in farm wages has 
been much greater than the rate of in¬ 
creases in the other factors which are in¬ 
cluded in the pricing formula. In this 
connection, however, it must be recog¬ 
nized that very substantial strides have 
been made in the efficiency of labor dur¬ 
ing this same period. Any factor in¬ 
tended to reflect labor costs necessarily 
must take cognizance not only of the in¬ 
crease in the labor wage rates per se, but 
also of the increase in efficiency of labor. 
The index of labor wage rates proposed 
for inclusion in the formula fails to pro¬ 
vide any weighting for changes in 
efficiency. 

Producer witnesses at the hearing pro¬ 
posed that the Class I price be Increased 
6 cents per hundredweight to a level 
equal to the then effective Pennsylvania 
Milk Control Commission price and that 
an additional 7-cent increase per hun¬ 
dredweight be granted to offset currently 
higher transportation costs of milk. In 
their briefs filed subsequent to the hear¬ 
ing producer proponents for a Class I 
price increase argued that a minimum 
increase of 20 cents per hundredweight 
was in order. 

Obviously, producers* primary interest 
in a labor factor in the pricing formula 
was the expectation that the inclusion 
of this factor would prosi>ectively 
stfengthen the Class I price. Evidence 
offered at the hearing indicated that the 
index of combined farm wage rates for 
Pennsylvania, using the period of 1936- 
1940 as a base, stood at 356.6 in July 1956. 
At this time the composite formula index 
for all items presently in the formula was 
approximately 200. Official notice is 
taken of the fact that the proposed index 
of combined farm wage ratc» increased 
from 356.6 for July 1956 to 372.6 in April 
1957. While producer proponents at the 
hearing contended that the proposal for 
the incliision of the labor factor in the 
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pricing formula In combination with 
other proposed formula adjustments 
would not have significantly changed the 
Class I price it is apparent at this time 
that the results of the proposed changes 
would currently be a 20-cent higher Class 
I price. 

The basic change in the Class I 
formula proposed at the hearing, in ad¬ 
dition to the inclusion of a wage index, 
included bringing up to date seasonal 
variation used to adjust farm prices 
other than milk, the midwest condensery 
pay price and Class I sales. 

In any consideration of the level of 
Class I price it must be recognized that 
the prices which resulted from the pres¬ 
ent formula and which were the effective 
prices in the market until January 1. 
1957 provided <it least an adequate 
supply of milk for the fluid market. 
This is one of the statutory standards 
provided ' in the act w^hich must be 
weighed in any consideration of pricing 
level. Under the supply-demand situa¬ 
tion which has existed in the Philadel¬ 
phia market it is not possible to consider 
an increase in the Class I price level at 
this time. Any change in the pricing 
formula to include an index of farm 
r ages or revise the seasonality of factors 
necessarily would have to be accom¬ 
plished by an adjustment in the basic 
price level which would assure that the 
prospective price in future months would 
be no higher than for that resulting from 
the present formula. Since this pricing 
formula has been providing prices which 
meet the standards of the act. it is not 
clear what would be accomplished by 
piecemeal adjustments of the formula at 
this time. Under the circumstances it 
is concluded that there is no need on 
the basis of this record to make any 
changes in the pricing formula. 

Producers also proposed the deletion of 
the supply-demand adjuster from the 
pricing formula on the premise that such 
a factor in their judgment was unnec¬ 
essary in the Philadelphia order. 

The supply-demand adjustment fea¬ 
ture in the Class I pricing formula is 
intended to adjust the price either up¬ 
ward or downward as the case may be. 
whenever supply during the 12-month 
period ending with the second preceding 
month is less than 115 percent or more 
than 137 percent of Class I sales, re¬ 
spectively. The adjuster is not intended 
to eliminate the hearing process but does 
provide assurance that whenever the 
supply-demand balance in the market is 
significantly out of adjustment a limited 
Class I price change will be provided. 
Under the present provisions of the 
order the possible range of adjustment 
is 80 cents with a change of 40 cents up 
or down from nonnal. Handlers, while 
opposing the deletion of the adjuster, 
suggested that the range of adjustment 
be limited to 40 cents with a change from 
normsd of 20 cents. 

The supply-demand adjuster in the 
Philadelphia market is not particularly 
variable and producers and handlers 
will have ample forewarning of prospec¬ 
tive price changes as a result of its 
action. Since the adjuster has never 
changed the Class I price it is not possible 
No. 167-3 


to conclude that the 40-cent movement 
presently provided is inappropriate. 

The changes hereinafter proposed in 
the application of location differentials 
and the sequence of assignment will tend 
to increase handlers* overall costs for 
milk. However, the Impact will vary as 
between handlers and it is not possible 
to specifically ascertain the overall ef¬ 
fect either on the market as a whole or 
on individual handlers. In general, it 
is anticipated that the overall returns for 
the market as a w’hole will be enhanced 
slightly in excess of three cents per 
hundredweight by virtue of the change in 
location differentials. In addition, the 
recommended sequence of assignment of 
receipts to Class I will further affect costs 
and hence returns to producers. While 
the overall effect will tend to increase 
handlers* costs, the Increase is not of 
such magnitude as to necessitate a re¬ 
vision in the basic price level. 

4. The level of Class II price. No 
change should be made in the price reg¬ 
ularly applicable to Class 11 milk and no 
provision should be made for a sub-Class 
II classification and pricing during the 
months of March. April. May. and June. 

Under the present terms of the order 
all milk other than that disposed of in 
Class I uses is priced at the same level 
and on the basis of Philadelphia cream 
or New York 92-score butter price and 
roller nonfat dry milk solids prices. The 
Milk Distributors Association proposed to 
increase make allowances during each 
Marfeh. April. May and June for Class II 
milk and to provide a permanent classifi¬ 
cation and lower pricing for milk used in 
specified manufactured products during 
these months. 

In support of their proposal propo¬ 
nents said that manufacturing plant 
costs have increased despite increasing 
volumes of Class II milk in the Philadel¬ 
phia market. They contended that the 
classification applicable to nonfiuid 
products under the order is too -broad 
and that the pricing formula for Class II 
milk is deficient in that it provides in¬ 
adequate make allowances, especially 
during the flush production months. 
They alleged that they are forced to op¬ 
erate at a competitive disadvantage with 
New York Order 27 Class III milk and 
unregulated milk with which they com- 
l>ete since the New York order provides 
for a butter-cheese adjustment on all 
milk used for butter and cheese and the 
Pennsylvania Milk Control Commission 
orders provide, in addition to a regular 
Class II classification, a Class ni clas¬ 
sification for milk manufactured into 
specified uses and a procedure for emer¬ 
gency relief which may be granted to 
dealers regulated under Pennsylvania 
Milk Control orders through so-called 
“B-I** orders during surtDlus production 
months. Inter-State Milk Producers* 
Cooperative supported the prop>osal for a 
sub-Class n classification and pricing 
during March, April, May and June and 
suggested that a permanent subclassifi¬ 
cation and pricing similar to that which 
was provided for imder the Philadelphia 
order during the past several years (prior 
to 1956) would allay the need for in¬ 
creased make allowances for manufac¬ 
tured CTlass n products. On the other 
hand, Southern York County Dairymen’s 


Association opposed any decrease in the 
Class II price and proposed that the pric¬ 
ing formula be revised to provide an 
Increase in such price to compensate for 
Increased milk production costs. 

The appropriate price level for milk 
In excess of the Class I needs of the fluid 
market Is that which will move such 
milk in an orderly manner Into dairy 
products for which outlets are available 
in the local market and at the same time 
return to producers the highest practical 
prices for such milk. 

The regular CHass II price under the 
Philadelphia order is directly related to 
open market cream, butter and nonfat 
dry milk values and as such should 
reflect the value of milk disposed of in 
such uses. A considerable quantity of 
producer milk is disposed of as fluid 
cream in all months of the year. Since, 
at the same time, substantial quantities 
of outside cream regularly find a market 
locally throughout the year it is apparent 
that a ready market for butterfat in pro¬ 
ducer milk is available at all times. 

The Class II pricing under the order 
has accommodated the disposal of pro¬ 
ducer milk in excess of Class I needs 
during all months of each year except 
those in which a special sub-Class II 
price has been in effect. No subclassifi¬ 
cation was provided for the flush months 
of 1956 and the record shows that all sur¬ 
plus milk in the market was readily 
moved to manufacturing facilities. The 
record provides no basis for concluding 
that milk cannot be disposed of through¬ 
out the year. Including the months of 
March, April, May and June, under the 
present priw^ng since both the Class II 
price and tne Class II butterfat differ¬ 
ential reflect current market values for 
milk and butterfat during all months of 
the year. 

The bulk of the Class II disposition 
other than in fluid cream, soft cheese, 
condensed milk, condensed skim milk 
and ice cream for which no special pric¬ 
ing has been provided in the past, is in 
nonfat dry milk, soup, candy and bakery 
products. The New York Class III price, 
which has been comparable to the Phila¬ 
delphia Class n price, has regularly ac¬ 
commodated marketing of New York 
producer milk in these products. A sub¬ 
stantial portion of the skim milk in pro¬ 
ducer milk in excess of Class I needs is 
regularly disposed of in the manufacture 
of nonfat dry milk throughout the year 
and with the exception of the months 
when a sub-Class n has been effective 
this milk has been handled at the regular 
Class II price. In both 1954 and 1955 
roughly 75 percent of all milk subject 
to special subclass price was disposed 
of in nonfat dry milk solids. As indi¬ 
cated in the Assistant Secretary’s de¬ 
cision of May 7. 1956 in denying a sub- 
Class n pricing for 1956, there is no 
apparent reason w'hy such milk should 
not return to producers a price which 
reflects the adjacent New York open 
market nonfat solids price. 

The utilization of producer milk in 
nonfat dry milk solids, cream, ice cream, 
evaporated and condensed milk should 
afford ample outlets for all excess pro¬ 
ducer milk. If there is a demand for 
producer milk in butter, cheese, candy, 
soup or bakery products the price for 
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milk In these products should not be 
lower than that established for other 
manufacturing uses which provide ade¬ 
quate outlets for all producer milk in 
excess of fluid needs. 

Milk production under normal condi¬ 
tions varies from season to season with 
the greatest production occurring in the 
spring months as cows are turned onto 
pastures. In developing his procurement 
policy, a handler must make a decision as 
to whether to operate with a full year- 
round supply of producer milk or 
whether it is to his advantage to look to 
outside sources for supplemental supplies 
during the short season in order to mini¬ 
mize his surplus problems dui*ing the 
flush. A handler who uses nonproducer 
milk to supplement his producer supplies 
may find that, when handling and trans¬ 
portation costs are added to procurement 
cost, the overall cost for such supple¬ 
mental supplies exceeds the cost of local 
producer milk. The order grants no 
compensation to such handler for his ad¬ 
ditional procurement costs in such in¬ 
stances. The handler who operates with 
a full year-round supply should likewise 
expect to assume some direct responsi¬ 
bility and risk in the dispostion of his 
seasonal surplus. As to which way he 
wishes to operate his plant is clearly 
a choice of the handler. 

5. Revision of the handler and pro^ 
ducer hutterfat differentials. The basic 
butterfat test at which milk is priced 
to handlers and on which the uniform 
prices to producers are computed should 
be changed to 3.7 percent. The Class I 
and Class n butterfat differentials used 
In the computation of each handler’s 
cost for milk utilized at tests above or 
below basic test and the producer butter¬ 
fat differential used in computing the 
payments for producer milk received 
which is above or below basic test should 
be directly related to the butterfat com¬ 
ponent of the Class n price. The Grade 
A butterfat premium should be elim¬ 
inated. 

Under the present order provisions 
prices are computed at a basic test of 4.0 
percent. The Class I butterfat differen¬ 
tial applicable for milk with a butterfat 
content of from 3 to 6 percent, inclusive. 
Is 5 cents and the butterfat differential 
for Class I milk with a butterfat content 
below 3 percent or in excess of 6 percent 
and the Class n butterfat differential are 
directly related to the butterfat compon¬ 
ent of the Class n price. Tlie producer 
butterfat differential is 5 cents and an 
additional 2 cents is provided in the way 
of a premium for Grade A milk received 
with a butterfat content in excess of 3.7 
percent. 

Butterfat differentials have been an is¬ 
sue in the Philadelphia market over an 
extended period of time. A recommenda¬ 
tion on butterfat differentials for the 
Philadelphia market prepared in May 
1952 by a committee representing techni¬ 
cians from the University of Delaware, 
the University of Maryland, the Pennsyl¬ 
vania State College and Rutgers Univer¬ 
sity and introduced in evidence in previ¬ 
ous hearings was also presented as an ex¬ 
hibit in this hearing. Some of the pro- 
ix)sals by producer organizations in the 
market were based on the findings and 
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recommendations of the committee re¬ 
port of 1952. 

While milk Is priced to handlers on a 
per hundredweight basis and at the basic 
test (herein recommended to be 3.7 per¬ 
cent) , the handler may by separation or 
standardization decrease or increase the 
butterfat percentage in the milk as actu¬ 
ally utilized in a class. Under the classi¬ 
fied pricing scheme in effect in this 
market it is intended that the handler 
pay for the skim milk and butterfat com¬ 
ponents of producer milk In the class in 
which such milk is actually utilized. It 
Is necessary therefore, that butterfat dif¬ 
ferentials be established to adjust the 
Class I and Class n prices of milk in 
accordance with the average test of milk 
in each class and thus reflect the varia¬ 
tions in value due to variations in butter¬ 
fat content. It is herein proposed that 
such differentials shall be the same for 
both Class I and Class n milk and that 
the same differential shall be effective 
for the entire range of variations in test 
in the two classes. 

The sanitary regulations applicable in 
the marketing area permit standardiza¬ 
tion of milk for consumer use. Accord¬ 
ingly, there is no reason why each pound 
of butterfat received in producer milk 
and disposed of for Class I use shbuld not 
be equally priced. Under usual cii'cum- 
stances, milk disposed of for fluid uses 
commands a higher price than milk dis¬ 
posed of for manufactured uses. This 
principle is generally recognized in milk 
pricing and reflects the greater cost of 
producing quality milk for fluid uses. 
Under such circumstances is it inappro¬ 
priate to price even a portion of the but¬ 
terfat in Class I milk below that fixed 
for Class II milk. 

The butterfat differential herein pro¬ 
posed reflects a competitive price for 
butterfat and represents the identical 
pricing for differential butterfat in Class 
II and for Class I milk testing below 3 
percent and in an excess of 6 percent 
which has prevailed under tlie present 
order. The use of central market cream 
and/or butter prices to reflect values of 
butterfat in milk for adjusting for but¬ 
terfat variations is a standard practice 
in most fluid milk markets. 

Producer milk delivered to Philadel¬ 
phia handlers is intended primarily for 
the fluid milk requirements of the mar¬ 
ket and the butterfat differential should 
be designed to encourage the production 
of milk with a butterfat content about 
the same, or at least as high, as the 
butterfat content of fluid milk products 
sold by handlers. Inspected milk not 
designated as Grade A milk accounts for 
approximately 75 percent of total Class I 
sales of handlers. The average test of 
inspected milh^sales other than Grade A 
are slightly less than 3.7 percent butter¬ 
fat. Over 59 percent of the non-Grade 
A shippers’ tests in 1955 were 3.7 percent 
or below. While there has been very 
little decline in average test of producer 
milk since 1952, the record suggests that 
this has been due, at least in part, to the 
fact that handlers have required pro¬ 
ducers to maintain not less than a 3.5 
percent test to stay on the market. 

The producer butterfat differential 
which is used to adjust the uniform price 


In the event the receipts of milk from a 
producer contain more or less than 3.7 
percent butterfat, should approximate 
the differential which handlers are 
charged for differential fat in both Class 
I and Class II. Such differential reflects 
the competitive value of butterfat and 
gives producers assurance that they are 
being paid for their milk on the basis of 
its use value. The use of a different dif¬ 
ferential would tend to disturb the skim 
milk and butterfat values and would not 
equitably distribute returns among 
producers. 

The producer butterfat differential 
should move in one-cent Intervals and 
should be adjusted to the nearest cent 
for convenience to handlers in comput¬ 
ing amounts due to each producer for 
milk received and in recognition of the 
practice that producers have long been 
on a fixed differential and are not ac¬ 
customed to constantly changing values. 
The handlers’ butterfat differential, how¬ 
ever, should be computed to the nearest 
one-tenth cent. 'This has been a prac¬ 
tice of long standing under the order 
program in the case of Class II differen¬ 
tials and the Class I differential appli¬ 
cable in the case of milk with a butter¬ 
fat content below 3 percent or over 6 
percent. 

The removal of the butterfat differen- 
tian premium of two cents per point ap¬ 
plicable to Grade A milk testing in excess 
of 3.7 percent butterfat will maintain 
handler costs for Grade A milk at ap¬ 
proximately the same level which has 
prevailed under the present terms of the 
order and will assure handlers the same 
costs for all differential fat. 

Producer witnesses at the hearing con¬ 
tended that the removal of the Grade A 
butterfat premium would tend to en¬ 
courage production of milk with a lower 
butterfat content while handlers would 
continue to collect the premium price 
from consiuhers bzised in part on the 
high fat content of the milk. They 
further contended that the act requires 
the establishment of uniform prices to 
handlers for all butterfat and requested 
that the two-cent butterfat premium be 
made applicable to standard milk in ex¬ 
cess of 4.0 percent butterfat tests. They 
argued that unless this is done premiums 
now existing in the market will be 
gradually reduced and eventually elimi¬ 
nated. Handlers, on the other hand, 
while asking that no change be made in 
the present differential or basis of pric¬ 
ing contended that the butterfat pre¬ 
mium was intended to encourage the 
production of high fat milk and that 
if the regular butterfat differential was 
raised the intent of the Grade A fat 
premium would be accomplished, and 
accordingly, there would be no justifica¬ 
tion for continuation of such premium. 

The record supports the position that 
high fat content standai-d milk is a com¬ 
petitive product with Grade A milk. 
Much of the 21.3 million pounds decline 
in the annual sales of Grade A milk which 
has occurred since 1951 has been offset 
by increase sales in high fat standard 
milk. 'The use of central market cream 
and/or butter prices to price differential 
fat whether in Grade A or standard milk 
will tend to promote equity as between 
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handlers in the cost of their milk. Such 
values reflect a competitive price for 
butterfat and represent the price which 
a handler must pay for butterfat of simi¬ 
lar quality purchased in the Philadel¬ 
phia market which is an open cream 
market. 

6. Elimination of nearby location dif¬ 
ferential. The nearby location differen¬ 
tials should be deleted. Under the pres¬ 
ent order provisions plants located more 
than 11 miles from Philadelphia City 
Hall but not in excess of 16 miles may 
deduct 7 cents per hundredweight from 
payments otherwise due producers and 
plants located more than 16 miles but 
less than 31 miles from such point may 
deduct the 7 cents plus 2 cents for each 
additional 5 miles in excess of 16 miles. 
Producer proponents at the hearing sup¬ 
ported deletion of these differentials. 
These nearby differentials are applicable 
irrespective of use which is made of the 
milk and were Initially placed in the 
order when the Philadelphia fluid mar¬ 
ket was essentially the concentrated 
population area in and immediately 
around the city. The handlers* milk 
plants located beyond the 11-mile limit 
but within the 31 miles then looked to 
the same population concentration as an 
outlet for their milk as did the handlers 
whose plants were located in and im¬ 
mediately .adjacent to the city proper. 
Over the years the population concentra¬ 
tion has extended over a much wider 
area embracing essentially most of the 
area within the 31-mile limit. This area 
is substantially the extended marketing 
area originally proposed by both pro¬ 
ducers and handlers in the hearing 
notice. In this area center city handlers 
operate regular routes in direct compe¬ 
tition with local Oi’der 61 handlers who 
under the present pricing scheme have 
received their milk from 7 to 13 cents 
cheaper by reason of the nearby differ¬ 
entials. Cent^-city handlers, however, 
are confronted with the same trans¬ 
portation cost in moving milk to cus¬ 
tomers in the suburban areas as subur¬ 
ban handlers have in moving packaged 
milk from their plants to center city 
consumers. The elimination of the 

-nearby location differentials will pro¬ 
mote equality in cost of milk among 
handlers and will provide to producers 
assurance that their milk is being priced 
and paid for in accordance with its ac¬ 
tual use value. 

7, Revision of other location differen¬ 
tials. The handler Class I and the pro¬ 
ducer location differentials should be 
revised to more nearly reflect transpor¬ 
tation cost in moving milk from receiving 
stations to city plants and the additional 
handling costs involved at the processing 
plant in receiving milk from receiving 
stations. No change should be made in 
the handler Class n location differential. 
Under the present order provisions the 
handler Class I location differential re¬ 
flects a 16-cent allowance for receiving 
stations plus a 15-cent transportation al¬ 
lowance at the 31-40 mile zone and an 
additional one cent for each additional 
10-mile zone. The Class II location dif¬ 
ferential reflects the cost of moving milk 
in the form of cream and nonfat dry 
milk from the country plant to city. The 


producer location differential Is com¬ 
puted on a pro rata basis weighted by the 
handler’s actual percentage utilization 
in Class I and Class n. respectively, and 
the Class I and Class II handler location 
differential. 

Handlers contended that the present 
transportation allowances in the location 
differentials do not reflect actual trans¬ 
portation costs and proposed that they 
be adjusted to more accurately reflect 
such costs. Extensive testimony was pre¬ 
sented by handler witnesses and by wit¬ 
nesses from the Pennsylvania State 
College relative to receiving and trans¬ 
portation costs. While there appears 
little question but that hauling costs 
have Increased over the years and that 
the present allowance of one cent per ten 
mile zone iri the Class I differential is 
Inadequate, the evidence presented on 
the record raises a far more fundamental 
question, i. e., the propriety of the re¬ 
ceiving station allowances contained in 
the present differentials. 

The evidence introduced in the record 
was intended to show that receiving 
station costs, per se. in the market 
averaged 24.8 cents and 23.3 cents, re¬ 
spectively. in 1954 and 1955. Other 
figures were introduced to substantiate 
receiving costs of tank milk at city plants 
of 5.7 and 5.5 cents, respectively, for 
these years, resulting in total receiving 
costs for receiving station milk of 30.5 
and 28.8 cents, respectively. At the same 
time data were presented for these same 
years showing direct receiving costs at 
city plants of 15.5 .and 15.3 cents respec¬ 
tively. leaving a net difference in favor of 
city plant receiving of 15.0 and 13.5 cents 
respectively. While these data proport 
to represent actual cost data submitted 
by individual handlers on their opera¬ 
tions, the record is clear that no analysis 
was made of the original records of the 
handlers involved or of the propriety of 
the individual handlers’ allocation of cost 
as between receiving, processing, bot¬ 
tling, administration, overhead, etc., for 
purposes of computing their receiving 
cost data, collectively presented on the 
record. 

Evidence presented by a witness of the 
State Milk Control Commission sub¬ 
stantiates the fact that receiving costs 
for-manufacturing plants in the Phila¬ 
delphia milkshed varied from 5 cents to 
over 12 cents per hundredweight and 
averaged 9.93 cents per hundredweight. 
The receiving cost Information presented 
by proponent witnesses must be pre¬ 
sumed to reflect these figures since at 
least 5 of the 42 country receiving plants 
in 1955 carried on manufacturing op¬ 
erations. 

No reason appears why there should 
be a substantial difference in the actual 
receiving costs as between country re- 
ceivuig plants, manufacturing plants 
and city plants. If the figures presented 
by proponents accurately reflect their 
actual costs, their receiving station op¬ 
erations apparently are somewhat ineffi¬ 
cient and such costs should not be 
recognized in fixing location differentials. 
In light of the extreme variations in the 
data presented in evidence, it is inap¬ 
propriate to continue recognition of a 
16-cent receiving station allowance. 


Location differentials recognize the 
principle that milk similarly used and 
located should be similarly priced. Milk 
which originates nearest the market 
should command a higher price than 
milk more distantly located in order to 
reflect the differences in transporting 
it to the marketing area. No advantage 
is accorded any particular group of pro¬ 
ducers if the location differentials estab¬ 
lished realistically reflect only differ¬ 
ences in transportation and associated 
receiving and handling costs. Consid¬ 
eration, of coui*se. must be given to any 
added and incidental costs which result 
to the handler in transferring milk from 
the receiving station to the city bottling- 
plant and in actual receipt at the second 
plant. 

The determination of proper location 
differentials can be made without pass¬ 
ing specific judgment as to the receiving 
costs, per se. As previously indicated 
there is no reason w’hy there should be 
substantial differences in the actual re¬ 
ceiving costs as between countiT receiv¬ 
ing plants, manufacturing plants and 
city plants. Location differentials should 
reflect the costs of additional functions 
involved in country assembly at receiv¬ 
ing stations and transportation to city 
plants as compared to the costs of re¬ 
ceiving milk directly from producers at 
city plants. These additional costs in¬ 
clude only loading the tank truck at the 
country plant, transportation from the 
country plant to the city plant and re¬ 
ceiving the milk at the city plant. 

The record indicates that the fixed 
cost of transportation associated with 
the loading a tanker in the Philadelphia 
milkshed approximates 10 cents per hun¬ 
dredweight. The record indicates that 
the additional cost of hauling tank milk 
in this area under current conditions is 
approximately 1.5 cents per hundred¬ 
weight per 10 miles transported. Be¬ 
cause of paucity of evidence on the fac¬ 
tors included in this rate, its accuracy 
cannot be verified. However, it is the 
best rate which can be developed from 
the evidence. Since there arc presently 
no receiving stations in the Philadelphia 
market located less than 45 miles dis¬ 
tance from the City Hall in Philadelphia, 
it is unnecessary to provide for location 
differentials within this distance from 
which milk should normally move di¬ 
rectly from farm to city plant. The ap¬ 
plication of the loading and hauling 
rates indicated above would provide a 
differential of 17.5 cents for a plant 
located 45 miles distance from Phila¬ 
delphia. If the 5.5 cents receiving costs 
which proponents indicate is their aver¬ 
age 1955 experience in receiving bulk 
milk at city plants is Recognized an over¬ 
all location differential of 23 cents would 
be appropriate for a plant at a 45-mlle 
location. This differential is computed 
as follows: (1) Loading. $0.10; (2) trans¬ 
portation (5 zones $0,015 per zone), 
$0,075; and (3) city receiving. $0,055. 

In the case of plants located in excess 
of 45-mile distance from Philadelphia 
the differential should be increased at 
the rate of 1.5 cents for each additional 
10-mile distance or fraction thereof. 
This will provide a reasonable location 
allowance £pid is concluded to appro- 
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priately reflect additional costs which a 
handler incurs in receiving milk at the 
country point and transporting it to the 
city. 

The Class n location differential In the 
order was initially intended to reflect the 
cost of moving producer milk to market 
in the form of cream and nonfat dry 
milk and the necessary amount of fluid 
milk needed to float the cream. The 
record indicates, however, that much 
of the cream and nonfat dry milk manu¬ 
factured at country plants is now sold 
f. o. b. manufacturing plant at competi¬ 
tive prices reflected in the Class n price. 
Under such circumstances, there is 
serious question as to the propriety of 
providing any Class n location differen¬ 
tial. A proposal for discontinuation of 
this differential was included in the 
hearing notice but was not supported at 
the hearing. No action in this regard 
should be taken on the basis of the 
record. However, it appears desirable 
that further consideration of the mat¬ 
ter be given in a future hearing. In 
order to conform with the revisions made 
in application of the Class I differential, 
the initial zone in which the Class n dif¬ 
ferential becomes applicable should be 
changed to the 45-70 mile zone. 

Producers on the Philadelphia market 
are producing milk for a fluid market. 
The difference in the use value of pro¬ 
ducer milk for fluid purposes received 
at a country plant as compared to a 
city plant is the additional cost to the 
handler in getting the country plant milk 
to his city bottling plant. Returns to 
producers located near the market should 
reflect their location advantage. In 
order to preserve equity as between pro¬ 
ducers in the distribution of returns from 
the sale of their milk, the applicable uni¬ 
form price effective at the city should be 
reduced 23 cents in paying producers for 
milk received at plants located at least 
45 miles from the City Hall at Phila¬ 
delphia plus 1.5 cents for each addi¬ 
tional 10 miles or fraction thereof. 

8. Provision for an out-of-area pricing. 
No provision for a special out-of-area 
pricing should be included in the order. 
Under the present terms of the order all 
Class I milk is priced at the specifled 
order price subject only to quality 
premiums and location differentials for 
place of receipt. 

The proposal to provide an out-of-area 
pricing was made by Borden-Castania of 
Trenton, New Jersey, who may become a 
regulated handler under the area ex¬ 
tension herein proposed. It was sup¬ 
ported at the hearing by Inter-State Milk 
Producers, Order 61 handlers and 
suburban dealers. Essentially, however, 
the facts and arguments presented at the 
hearing were the same or similar to those 
offered at the hearing held on Februai*y 
1-7, 1956 on which the Assistant Secre¬ 
tary in the decision of May 7, 1956, con¬ 
cluded that the out-of-area pricing pro¬ 
vision then in the order should be re¬ 
moved. 

The essentials of the classified pricing 
plan in effect in the Philadelphia order 
and generally applicable to all Federal 
orders issued by the Secretary are to 
establish one level of price for milk which 
is sold as fluid milk or fluid milk prod¬ 
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ucts for fluid consumption and another 
lower price or prices for the necessary 
surplus of the market which is disposed 
of in lower valued manufactured prod¬ 
ucts. It is intended that the Class I 
price effective under the Philadelphia 
order shall be established at a level 
which will bring forth a sufficient sup¬ 
ply to meet the demands of milk for 
the marketing area but not necessarily 
to fulfill the requirements of outside 
markets. Producer milk sold for fluid 
uses outside the Philadelphia marketing 
area has the same characteristics of bulk 
and perishability, is produced under 
identical conditions and cost and is sub¬ 
ject to the same transportation cost of 
moving from the farm to the handlers' 
producer milk plant, as is milk disposed 
of in the marketing area. Different 
health and sanitation requirements in 
markets outside the marketing area 
might result in different costs of produc¬ 
ing milk for those markets only, but 
would have no effect on the production 
cost of producer milk sold to Philadel¬ 
phia handlers. It is not intended that 
Federal regulation be susceptible of 
manipulation to permit the use of ad¬ 
jacent outside markets as a dumping 
ground for milk in excess of a market's 
needs. The fixing of a lower price for 
milk sold in other markets could have 
a depressing effect on the price paid 
farmers by competing unregulated dis¬ 
tributors in such markets. Such action 
would tend to lower blended returns to 
producers in the Philadelphia market 
with the result that the level of prices 
for milk to be sold within the regulated 
market might have to be raised to pro¬ 
vide incentive for the production of a 
sufficient supply to fulfill the market 
needs. In this connection, the local 
consumers should not be called upon to 
subsidize consumers in out-of-area mar¬ 
kets. It is concluded that no change 
should be made in the order to provide 
for out-of-area pricing. 

9. The adoption of a marketwide type 
of pooling. No change should be made 
at this time in the type of pooling em¬ 
ployed to distribute proceeds from the 
sale of producer milk. The present terms 
of the order provide for individual han¬ 
dler pooling whereby each handler pools 
the use value of his producer receipts 
and returns to all of his producers a 
imiform per hundredweight price varied 
as among producers to reflect only vari¬ 
ations In butterfat test, quality and place 
of receipt. 

Certain Philadelphia handlers and 
certain producer and handler interests 
associated with the New York market 
proposed that the individual handler 
pooling be dropped in favor of a market¬ 
wide type of pooling. A great deal of 
time and testimony on the record was 
devoted to this proposal. The proposal 
was opposed by most of the organized 
producer groups presently associated 
with the Philadelphia market; however, 
individual producers appeared in favor 
of the proposal. 

Under usual circumstances the ques¬ 
tion of pooling is primarily a producer 
consideration. Since it does not affect 
handler costs for milk under the order, 


the desires of the majority of producers 
are of primary imi>ortance. 

Under certain circumstances, how¬ 
ever, the type of pool in a market can 
create situations which threaten the 
general stability of the market: in such 
case the problem extends beyond pro¬ 
ducer preferences. Usually the individ¬ 
ual handler pool is more appropriately 
adapted to those markets where the 
utilization of the several handlers is 
similar and no one handler or group of 
handlers (or producers) carry the bur¬ 
den of the surplus of the market. Indi¬ 
vidual handler t 3 rpe pools also have value 
in markets where certain handlers pri¬ 
marily interested in manufacturing op¬ 
erations would use a marketwide pool to 
maintain a satisfactory return to pro¬ 
ducers at the expense of the regular 
producers for the fluid market. 

The situation presently existing in the 
Philadelphia market raises many ques¬ 
tions as to the adequacy of present pool¬ 
ing methods under existing marketing 
conditions. Under the individual han¬ 
dler pool which has operated in the 
market since it was placed under regu¬ 
lation, little attention has been given to 
the development of a dynamic market¬ 
ing structure. Elxcept insofar as price is 
a factor the market has exercised little 
initiative in moving milk of producers 
among handlers. Because of this situ¬ 
ation blend prices of individual handlers 
vary widely. Certain handlers with in¬ 
sufficient producer milk to meet their 
fluid needs have relied regularly on non¬ 
producer sources for a substantial part 
of their supply. At the same time other 
handlers with excess producer milk have 
marketed their surplus in manufacturing 
outlets, in many instances at sub-Class 
II prices. On numerous occasions pro¬ 
ducers supplying certain other handlers 
have been forced to withhold portions of 
their production from the market to be 
disposed of in low price manufacturing 
outlets. Producers thus have not only 
lost CHass I sales to unregulated un¬ 
priced milk, but have also received a 
price less than competitive market value 
for their surplus. 

Handlers asking for a market pool 
claim they function as a supply balance 
and have handled the sui*plus of the 
entire market. But there is and has 
been a minimum of movement of sup¬ 
plies between handlers; those with sur¬ 
plus facilities in a largejpeasure handle 
only their own excess supplies and any 
outside market nonproducer milk which 
from a pricing standpoint they may find 
it advantageous to purchase. These 
handlers state that the fact milk does 
not move readily between handlers is due 
to variations in health regulations. Yet 
at the same time, they admit that ar¬ 
rangements could easily be made to 
assiu*e ready movement of milk. They 
suggest'that the ease with which other 
handlers have been able to use unpriced 
nonproducer milk for fluid uses has de¬ 
terred movement of milk between han¬ 
dlers. Other handlers who normally 
operate with a very high Class I utiliza¬ 
tion and who rely on outside sources for 
balancing supply contend that unreason¬ 
able handling charges demanded by local 
handlers deters free movement of pro¬ 
ducer milk. 
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Certainly, under circumstances pres¬ 
ently existing in the market, it cannot 
be concluded that the handler propon¬ 
ents for a market pool are in fact acting 
as a balance of supply for the market nor 
that they handle the surplus for the 
market. The relatively low blends of 
these particular handlers are primarily 
of their own making. 

On the other hand, a market structure 
where manufacturing facilities are con¬ 
centrated in the plants of a few handlers 
usually indicates the preferability of a 
market pool. Further, the record does 
not support the claims of excessive han¬ 
dling charges. It seems probable in this 
regard that such charges appear exces¬ 
sive to the affected handlers primarily 
because of the freedom which they have 
enjoyed in using impriced milk. 

The amending order made effective 
June 1. 1956, substantially restricted a 
handler’s ability to use unpriced non¬ 
producer milk as Class I milk except in 
the short production season. Additional 
changes proposed in this decision in the 
allocation and pricing provisions are in¬ 
tended to further restrict the displace¬ 
ment of producer milk by unpriced milk 
and to provide greater equality among 
handlers in the cost of producer milk. 
The framework of this proposed 
amended order is also intended to en¬ 
courage a greater freedom of movement 
of milk between handlers. Under the 
circumstances, the burden of proving 
their position as a balance of supply for 
the market rests squarely with the 
handlers with manufacturing facilities. 
Further consideration of market pool¬ 
ing should be deferred for later hearing. 

10. Other issues. No change should 
be made in the producer and handler 
definitions on the basis of this record 
to permit diversion of producer milk. 
Under the present order provisions milk 
must be received directly at a producer 
milk plant to qualify as producer milk 
and the operator of the plant at which 
the milk is first received is the respon¬ 
sible handler for properly accounting for 
milk and for payments to producers. 
Both the principal cooperative associa¬ 
tion in the market and proprietary han¬ 
dlers proposed that consideration be 
given to incorporating diversion privi¬ 
leges in the applicable provisions of the 
order. 

The producers’ interest in diversion 
is associated with the anticipated expan¬ 
sion of farm bulk tank handling. Their 
primary concern, however, is in a pro¬ 
cedure for designating those producers 
to be considered as regularly associated 
with the market and hence eligible for 
pooling. 

It is not intended that through Fed¬ 
eral regulation any particular group of 
producers shall be guaranteed a market 
for their milk to the exclusion of other 
producers. The order establishes mini¬ 
mum prices which handlers must pay 
and the handler is free to choose his 
sources of supply within the limits of the 
applicable health regulation in the mar¬ 
ket. Under the terms of the order as 
herein proposed any milk received at a 
producer milk plant directly from dairy 
farmers will be accorded producer status. 
While it might be po^lble, and desiiable 


under certain circumstances, to condi¬ 
tion producer status on regularity of 
delivery, it is not clear on the basis of 
the record how this procedure should 
be adopted under the individual handler 
pooling in effect in this market. 

Proprietary handlers’ interest in di¬ 
version is also primarily associated with 
the anticipated expansion of farm bulk 
tank handling. Here again the propo¬ 
nent was unable to place into the record 
the specific circumstances under which 
the proposed provision would or should 
have application. 

It must be recognized that bulk han¬ 
dling of milk encourages far greater mo¬ 
bility and flexibility in the handling of 
milk than in the case of can milk. For 
this reason it is essential that any change 
in the order to permit diversions be very 
carefully framed in recognition of the 
local conditions in the particular mar¬ 
ket. The record of this hearing does not 
provide the basis for revision of the order 
in this respect. 

Under the present order provisions it 
is not clear that a cooperative associa¬ 
tion may receive payments of the 
amounts otherwise due its individual 
member producers. The provisions deal¬ 
ing with class prices specifically provide 
that the handler shall pay for milk re¬ 
ceived “_from producers or an asso¬ 
ciation of producers_.” The payment 

provision, however, provides that the 

handler shall make full payment *'_ 

to each producer_” Under the pro¬ 

visions hereinafter proposed a coopera¬ 
tive association by definition has “full 
authority in the sale of milk of its mem¬ 
bers’’ and is engaged in “making col¬ 
lective sales of or marketing milk or its 
products for its members”. As the duly 
authorized agent of its producer mem¬ 
bers there can be no question of its au¬ 
thority to receive the payments other¬ 
wise due such producers. This privilege 
is specifically provided for in the act. 
The record indicates that under certain 
situations this practice is being followed 
at the present time. The inclusion of 
this provision will provide specificity re¬ 
garding the status of such practice. 

The order should also require that a 
handler must pay the minimum class 
prices for all milk received from a coop¬ 
erative association in its capacity as a 
handler. The act clearly establishes the 
intent tl\at no cooperative association 
may sell milk to any handler at less than 
the prescribed order class prices. Under 
certain conditions it is possible that a 
cooperative association might be able to 
enhance its overall returns to its mem¬ 
bers by selling its excess milk in the mar¬ 
ket to an account which would be avail¬ 
able only at prices below the prescribed 
order prices. Clearly, this is not in 
accordance with the intent of regula¬ 
tion and this situation can best be safe¬ 
guarded against by a requirement that 
handlers pay to cooperative associations 
the minimum class prices. The pricing 
provisions of the order are applicable at 
the plant of the handler on whom the 
regulation is binding. In this situation 
the applicable prices are those for the 
location of the plant of handlers to 
whom the cooperative is selling. Adop¬ 
tion of this provision will provide greater 


assurance of equality as between han¬ 
dlers in the cost of their milk. 

The entire order should be redrafted to 
add greater specificity to the various 
provisions and to incorporate a number 
of conforming and clarifying changes 
throughout the order. 

A definition of certified milk should be 
provided to describe a special type of 
milk sold in the Philadelphia marketing 
area and such milk received at producer 
milk plants in packaged form from the 
farm on which it was produced and 
packaged should be exempted from reg¬ 
ulation under the order. 

There is one farm engaged in the pro¬ 
duction of certified milk for sale in the 
Philadelphia marketing area. This farm 
is also a source of supply for certified 
milk in other surrounding fluid markets. 
The milk is sold in packaged form from 
the farm on which it was produced to 
Order 61 handlers who distribute it on 
their regular milk routes. The handler 
producing and packaging the milk has 
no retail or wholesale distribution in the 
marketing area and sells only to other 
handlers. 

Production requirements for certified 
milk are far more rigid than for other 
fluid milk and all such milk must bo 
bottled on the farm where produced 
which must be the sole source of supply. 
Certified milk sells for a price sub¬ 
stantially higher than for other milk and 
is sold under conditions not generally 
competitive with other milk. The cir¬ 
cumstances under which certified milk is 
produced and marketed are such that an 
expansion in its production suflQcient to 
be a disturbing factor in the market ap¬ 
pears extremely remote. 

Under the present order provisions this 
certified milk operation fias been inter¬ 
preted as a producer-handler operation. 
There is some question, however, whether 
receipts in package form from a dairy 
farmer with no direct distribution prop¬ 
erly qualifies as a receipt from a pro- 
ducer-h a n d 1 e r. The definition and 
treatment as to classification and alloca¬ 
tion herein recommended clarifies the 
status of such milk and is consistent with 
the past treatment accorded such 
receipts. 

The powers and duties of the market 
administrator should be redefined for 
greater specificity to confoim more gen¬ 
erally with the language of other milk 
orders issued under the act. The powers 
of the market administrator as herein 
recommended are specifically provided in 
section 8c (7) (c) of the act and the 
proposed language is essentially that of 
the statutory language. The duties here¬ 
in provided are essentially those found in 
Federal milk orders generally. Some 
question was raised as to the propriety 
of permitting the administrator any dis¬ 
cretion in the performance of his duties. 
In this connection it must be recognized 
that the market administrator is the 
agent of and is directly responsible to the 
Secretary. Unless some latitude of judg¬ 
ment is permitted in handling unusual 
circumstances in the event of violations, 
equitable and efficient administration 
cannot prevail. 

The provisions dealing with the com¬ 
putation and allocation of shrinkage 
should be revised to provide for a pro 
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rata allocation of shrinkage between pro¬ 
ducer and nbnproducer milk and to limit 
the allowable shrinkage on producer milk 
and butterfat to be classified in Class II 
to 2 percent of receipts thereof, respec¬ 
tively. It is not intended that allowable 
shrinkage be permitted twice oh the same 
milk. Accordingly, it is provided in the 
case of interhandler transfers that 
shrinkage be allowed only to the handler 
first receiving the milk. 

Under the present terms of the order 
shrinkage in Class II is limited to 2 per¬ 
cent of total receipts and this is all allo¬ 
cated to producer milk. The change 
herein provided, while limiting shrinkage 
on producer milk in Class II to 2 percent 
of such receipts, permits unlimited allo¬ 
cation of shrinkage on other source milk 
in such class. Producers thereby have 
assurance that their milk is fully ac¬ 
counted for and paid for at actual use 
value and they are not required to bear 
excess shrinkage losses on nonproducer 
milk. On the other hand, handlers have 
assurance that their payments to pro¬ 
ducers will not be increased solely as a 
result of excess shrinkage on other source 
milk. 

If after making the various assign¬ 
ments of milk and butterfat pursuant to 
the allocation provisions of the order, 
the total of all Class I and Class II milk 
assigned to producer milk exceeds the 
amount of producer milk reported to 
have been received by the handler for 
whose fluid milk plant(s) the computa¬ 
tion is being made, such “overage” should 
be assigned first to available Class n 
utilization and any remainder to Class I. 
Such overage should be paid for by the 
handler at the applicable class prices. 
In the allocation procedure recognition 
Is given to all receipts of other source 
milk reported by the handler. When 
utilization records Indicate a disposition 
greater than receipts it must be presumed 
that the handler has underreported his 
receipts of producer milk. This “over¬ 
age” is thus charged to him at the ap¬ 
plicable price in the lowest available class 
usage. 

The transfer provisions should be re¬ 
vised to provide producer milk priority 
on Class I utilization in the case of 
transfers between producer milk plants 
and to revise the procedure of classifica¬ 
tion in the case of transfers to producer- 
handlers and to nonproducer milk 
plants. Under the present terms of the 
order transfers between producer milk 
plants may be classified by agreement, 
provided, in the case of a Class II agree¬ 
ment. an equivalent amount of milk was 
actually so utilized in the transferee 
plant. Under such circumstances it is 
possible that producer milk may be clas¬ 
sified in Class II at the same time that 
the transferee handler is utilizing non¬ 
producer milk in Class I. The procedure 
herein proposed while permitting con¬ 
tinuation of classification by agreement, 
conditions such classification by provid¬ 
ing that the clEissification in both plants 
shall be made in a manner which pro¬ 
vides the greatest utilization of producer 
milk in Class I. 

In the case of transfers of milk or skim 
milk to a producer-handler the classifi¬ 
cation should be in Class L Producer- 
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handlers operate primarily only a fluid 
milk business. Any supplemental sup¬ 
plies which a producer-handler may ob¬ 
tain from other handlers, by virtue of 
the t 3 ^ of operation involved, may be 
presumed to be needed by the producer- 
handler for fluid use and should be 
classified in the supplying handler's 
plant as Class I milk. Any milk which 
is received at a producer milk plant from 
a producer-handler should be allocated 
to the lowest class utilization after the 
allocation and shrinkage on producer 
milk. Milk disposed of to another han¬ 
dler by a producer-handler must be pre¬ 
sumed to be surplus to the operation of 
the producer-handler and since other 
producers do not share in the Class I 
utilization of the producer-handler it 
would be unfair to provide that produc¬ 
ers share their Class I utilization with 
the excess milk of a producer-handler. 

Transfers of milk and skim milk to a 
nonproducer milk plant may be classi¬ 
fied as other than Class I provided speci¬ 
fied conditions are met. Transfers of 
cream both to nonproducer milk' plants 
and to producer-handlers are automati¬ 
cally classified in Class n and are not 
subject to change. While it is possible 
that cream so transferred might find its 
way into a Class I use it must be recog¬ 
nized that the market is an open cream 
market and any other procedure would 
likely deny the outlet to local cream. 

The allocation provisions should be 
revised to recognize the treatment here¬ 
inbefore proposed to be accorded certi¬ 
fied milk, to provide for the computation 
of overage, to discontinue the permissive 
pro rata allocation of milk received from 
producer-handlers and to provide during 
all months of the year for the allocation 
of nonproducer milk in the lowest avail¬ 
able use class after the allocation of al¬ 
lowable shrinkage and receipts from 
producer-handlers. 

In his decision of May 7, 1956, the As¬ 
sistant Secretary concluded that the 
market had a more than adequate supply 
of producer milk during the months of 
February through September and that 
there was no need ^o acconunodate the 
use of milk from nonproducer sources for 
fluid purposes during this i>eriod. He 
further indicated that there was serious 
questions under the existing supply- 
demand situation whether nonproducer 
milk should be permitted to be used in 
Class I even in the months of October 
through January. 

Producer witnesses appearing at this 
hearing contended that nonproducer 
milk should not be peimitted to displace 
producer milk in Class I. They requested 
that during the months of October 
through March the permissive pro rata 
allocation of nonproducer milk be dis¬ 
continued and such milk be allocated to 
the lowest available use class prior to the 
allocation of producer milk. 

As previously indicated in this decision 
it is possible even though the market is 
adequately supplied and handlers may at 
times during the short production 
months find it necessary to secure sup¬ 
plemental supplies. Unless shipping 
privileges are rather liberal in these 
months handlers might have difficulty 
in securing such necessary supplemental 


supplies. Notwithstanding, the milk of 
producers who are the regular suppliers 
of milk for the Philadelphia market 
should be given priority in the assign¬ 
ment of Class I utilization at producer 
milk plants in all months of the year. 
Unless this precedure is followed there 
can be no assurance that nonproducer 
milk will not be used to displace pro¬ 
ducer milk in Class I when it is advan¬ 
tageous to the purchasing handler. This 
procedure of allocation should in no 
way jeopardize a handler’s ability or 
willingness to obtain other souice milk 
if such milk is actually needed because of 
a shortage of regular producer milk. 

Producer proponents suggested the 
possibility of reserving 5 percent of pro¬ 
ducer receipts in Class n before the 
allocation of nonproducer milk during 
the short production months in recogni¬ 
tion of the fact that handlers might over 
the entire month have sufficient pro¬ 
ducer receipt to cover Class I needs but 
still be short on certain days. In this 
regard the record indicates that certain 
handlers continuously maintain ex¬ 
tremely high Class I utilization in all 
months of the year. The choice of main¬ 
taining an adequate supply or buying 
supplemental milk is the choice of the 
individual handler. Producers should 
not be expected to share the risks which 
are properly those of the handler. 

Handler witnesses at the hearing pro¬ 
posed that the accounting for condensed 
or nonfat dry milk used to fortify or 
reconstitute Class I products be on the 
basis of actual product pounds so used 
rather than in the milk equivalent there¬ 
of. Under the accounting system in ef¬ 
fect under the Philadelphia order 
producer milk, which is the regular 
soiu*ce of supply for the market, is given 
priority in assignment to Class I and the 
handler is required to make a full ac¬ 
counting for all milk, skim milk and 
butterfat received. Condensed or di*y 
milk utilized in Class I, either to recon¬ 
stitute or fortify, displaces regular pro¬ 
ducer milk. Unless accounting is made 
on the whole milk equivalent the intent 
of the classification system Is violated 
and producers do not realize the full use 
value from their milk. 

It was pointed out at the hearing that 
the present requirement that handlers 
file their reports of receipts and utiliza¬ 
tion with the market administrator not 
later than the 8th day after the close of 
the month places considerable hardship 
on handlers and in many cases requires 
extra help or overtime to comply. The 
market administrator has indicated that 
under the individual handler pooling in 
effect in this market it is not necessary 
for him to wait until all handlers have 
filed reports before he begins the compu¬ 
tation of individual uniform prices and 
that some additional time could be per¬ 
mitted handlers without delaying the 
announcement of uniform price on the 
15th. Under the circumstances it is 
concluded that the deadline for filing 
reports should be changed from the 8th 
to the 10th day after the end of the 
month. 

The order presently provides that the 
advance payment to producers for milk 
delivered during the first 15 days of the 
month be made on or before the last day 
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of the month at not less than the han¬ 
dler's estimate of his uniform price. 
This provision provides no standard for 
the market administrator in determining 
whether a handler Is complying with the 
intent of the order and leaves entirely 
to the discretion of the handler the 
amount of the advance payment. While 
there is no indication that handlers have 
taken advantage of the latitude of dis¬ 
cretion granted them in the wording of 
this provision to delay payments to pro¬ 
ducers it is desirable that -greater spec¬ 
ificity be provided. It is concluded 
therefore that the minimum payment 
should be at not less than the Class II 
price for the previous month. Such pay¬ 
ment will provide a reasonable advance 
for producers while at the same time 
providing full protection to the handler. 
There is nothing which would prevent a 
handler from making a larger payment 
if he so desired. 

Under the present order provisions the 
administrative assessment charge is ap¬ 
plicable on all milk received directly 
from producers and on all nonproducer 
milk allocated to Class I. By adminis¬ 
trative determination the assessment has 
not been made on the handler's own 
farm production. 

The act provides that the cost of order 
administration shall be financed through 
an assessment on handlers. Equity in 
sharing the cost of administration among 
handlers can best be achieved by apply¬ 
ing the administrative assessment uni¬ 
formity to all producer milk and to other 
.source milk allocated to Class I. Since 
under the present order a handler is a 
producer with reference to his own farm 
production which is received at a pro¬ 
ducer milk plant, the assessment should 
be applicable on such milk. The lan¬ 
guage of the order in this regard is clear 
and no changes therein are necessary to 
accomplish this end. 

Other changes in the order deal largely 
with the general administrative pro¬ 
visions which are common to all orders 
and which are necessary for the proper 
and efficient administration of the order. 

Rulings on proposed findings and con- 
clusions. Briefs were filed on behalf of 
certain interested parties in the market. 
These briefs and the evidence in the 
record were considered in making the 
findings and conclusions set forth above. 
To the extent that the suggested findings 
and conclusions set forth in the briefs 
are inconsistent with the findings and 
conclusions set forth herein, the request 
to make such findings or reach such con¬ 
clusions are denied. 

General findings, (a) The tentative 
marketing agreement and the order, as 
amended, and as hereby proposed to be 
further amended, and all of the terms 
and conditions thereof, will tend to ef¬ 
fectuate the declared policy of the act; 

(b) The parity prices of milk as de¬ 
termined pursuant to section 2 of the 
act are not reasonable in view of the 
price of feeds, available supplies of feeds, 
and other economic conditions which af¬ 
fect market supply and demand for milk 
in the marketing area, and the minimum 
prices specified in the proposed market¬ 
ing agreement and the order, as amended 
and as hereby proposed to be further 


amended, are such prices as will reflect 
the aforesaid factors, insure a sufficient 
quantity of pure and wholesome milk, 
and be in the public interest: and 

(c) Tlie tentative marketing agree¬ 
ment and the order, as amended, and as 
hereby proix)sed to be further amended, 
will regulate the handling of milk in the 
same manner as. and will be applicable 
only to persons in the respective classes 
of industrial and commercial activity 
specified in, a marketing agreement upon 
which a hearing has been held. 

Recommended marketing agreement 
and order amending the order. The fol¬ 
lowing order amending the order regu¬ 
lating the handling of milk in the Phila¬ 
delphia, Pennsylvania, marketing area 
is recommended as the detailed and ap¬ 
propriate means by which the foregoing 
conclusions may be carried out. The 
recommended marketing agreement is 
not included in this decision because the 
regulatory provisions thereof would be 
the same as those contained in the order, 
as hereby proposed to be amended. 

DEFINITIONS 

§ 961.1 Act, “Act" means Public Act 
No. 10, 73d Congress, as amended and as 
re-enacted and amended by the Agricul¬ 
tural Marketing Agreement Act of 1937, 
as amended <7 U. S. C. 601 et seq.). 

8 961.2 Secretary. “Secretary" means 
the Secretary of Agriculture, or any of¬ 
ficer or employee of the United States 
authorized to exercise the powers and to 
perform the duties of the Secretary of 
Agriculture. 

§ 961.3 Department of Agriculture, 
“Department of Agriculture" means the 
United States Department of Agriculture 
or any other Federal agency as may be 
authorized by Act of Congress, or by Ex¬ 
ecutive order, to perform the price re¬ 
porting functions of the United States 
Department of Agriculture. 

§ 961.4 Person. “Person" means any 
Individual, partnership, corporation, as¬ 
sociation. or any other business unit. 

5 961.5 Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, 
milk marketing area, “Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania, milk marketing area", 
hereinafter called the “marketing area" 
means all the territory in the Common¬ 
wealth of Pennsylvania situated within 
the following boundary line: Beginning 
at a point in the Pennsylvania State line 
at the northern boundary of the Lower 
Makefield township line in Bucks Coun¬ 
ty, thence first westerly, thence southerly 
along said Lower Makefield township 
line to the Middletown township line; 
thence westerly and southerly along the 
Middletown townsliip line to the Lower 
Southapipton township line; thence 
northerly and thence westerly along the 
Lower Southampton township line to the 
Montgomery County line; thence north¬ 
erly along the Montgomery County line 
to the Trenton cut-off of the Pennsyl¬ 
vania Railroad; thence westerly along 
said railroad to the Upper Dublin town¬ 
ship line, thence along the southern and 
western boundaries of Upper Dublin 
township to the Whitemarsh township 
line; thence southerly along the White- 
marsh township line to the lower Merlon 


township line; thence along the north¬ 
ern boundary of lower Merion township 
to the Delaware County line; tlience 
northerly, westerly and southerly along 
the Delaware County line to the Pennsyl¬ 
vania State line; thence easterly and 
northerly along the Pennsylvania State 
line to the point of beginning. 

§ 981.6 Cooperative association, 
“Cooperative association" means any 
cooperative marketing association of 
producers which the Secretary deter¬ 
mines. after application by the associa¬ 
tion: 

(a) To be qualified under the provi¬ 
sions of the Act of Congress of February 
18, 1922, as amended, known as the 
“Capper-Volstead Act"; and 

(b) To have full authority in the sale 
of mUk of its members and to be engaged 
In making collective sales of or market¬ 
ing milk or its products for its members. 

§ 961.7 Producer milk plant, “Pro¬ 
ducer milk plant" means: 

(a) A pasteurizing or bottling plant 
from which milk is disposed of during the 
month as Class I milk in the marketing 
area on routes (Including routes oper¬ 
ated by vendors). or through plant stores 
to retail or wholesale outlets (except 
other producer milk plants); or 

(b) Any other plant from which milk 
In the form of products designated as 
Class I milk (not including certified 
milk) is supplied during the month to a 
pasteurizing or bottling plant described 
in paragraph (a) of this section, any 
part of which is allocated to Class I milk 
pursuant to § 961.47: Provided, That any 
such other plant shall not be included in 
this definition during any of the months 
of October, November, December and 
January in which shipments, any part of 
which is allocated to Class I milk, are 
made from the plant on less than 11 days 
during such month to such pasteurizing 
and bottling plant, or to a plant or plants 
supplying such pasteurizing or bottling 
plant unless such plant was a producer 
milk plant in at least four of the pre¬ 
ceding months of February through Sep¬ 
tember: And provided further, That all 
plants supplying milk to a pasteurizing 
or bottling plant (s) qualifying as a pro¬ 
ducer milk plant(s) under subparagraph 
(a) of this section and which are oper¬ 
ated by one handler may be considered 
as a unit (system) upon written notice 
to the market administrator specifying 
the plants to be considered as a unit and 
the period during which such considera¬ 
tion shall apply. Such notice, and notice 
of any changes in designation, shall be 
furnished prior to the first day of the 
month to which the notice applies. 

§ 961.8 Nonproducer milk plant, 
“Nonproducer milk plant'* means any 
milk manufacturing, processing, bottling 
or distributing plant other than a pro¬ 
ducer milk plant. 

8 961.9 Handler, “Handler" means 
any perilon wherever located or operat¬ 
ing, who engages in the handling of milk 
which is disposed of in the marketing 
area as milk, or skim milk. 

8 961.10 Producer, “Producer'* means 
any person, except a producer-handler, 
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who produces milk which is received di¬ 
rectly at a producer milk plant. 

§ 961.11 ProdxLcer - handler, •T r o- 
ducer-handler” means any person who 
operates as his own personal enterprises 
both a dairy farm and a producer milk 
plant from which Class I milk is dis¬ 
posed of in the marketing area, but who 
receives no milk from producers. 

§ 961.12 Producer milk. “Producer 
milk** means milk delivered by one or 
more producers. 

§ 961.13 Product pounds. “Product 
pounds** means the total pounds of milk, 
skim milk, cream or butterfat including 
the skim milk equivalent of all concen¬ 
trated milk products and other milk 
products in any form which enter into 
the accounting as a source of supply for 
a producer milk plant. 

I 961.14 Other source milk. “Other 
source milk’* means all receipts from any 
source in the form of products designated 
as Class 11 pursuant to § 961.41 (b> which 
are reprocessed or converted to another 
product during the month and all re¬ 
ceipts in the form of Class I products 
from any source other than producers 
and producer milk plants other than 
those operated by producer-handlers. 

§ 961.15 Certified milk. Certified 
milk is milk which is produced, packaged 
and sold under the label of certified milk 
in accordance with the rules and regula¬ 
tions promulgated by the American As¬ 
sociation of Medical Commissions. 

MARKET ADMINISTRATOR 

§ 961.20 Designation. The agency for 
the administrator of this part shall be 
a market administrator, selected by the 
Secretary, who shall be entitled to such 
compensation as may be determined by, 
and shall be subject to removal at the 
discretion of, the Secretary. 

§ 961.21 Powers. The market admin¬ 
istrator shall have the following powers 
with respect to this part: 

(a) To administer its terms and 
provisions; 

(b) To receive, investigate, and report 
to the Secretary complaints of violations; 

(c) To make rules and regulations to 
effectuate its terms and provisions; and 

(d) To recommend amendments to 
the Secretary. 

§ 961.22 Duties. The market admin¬ 
istrator shall perform all duties neces¬ 
sary to administer the terms and pro¬ 
visions of this part, including but not 
limited to the following: 

(a) Within 45 days following the date 
on which he enters upon his duties, or 
such lesser period as may be prescribed 
by the Secretary, execute and deliver to 
the Secretary a bond, effective as of the 
date on which he enters upon his duties 
and conditioned upon the faithful per¬ 
formance of such duties, in an amount 
and with surety thereon satisfactory to 
the Secretary; 

(b) Employ and fix the compensation 
of such persons as may be necessary to 
enable him to administer its terms and 
provisions; 

(c) Obtain a bond in a reasonable 
amount, and with reasonable suiety 


thereon, covering each employee who 
handles funds entrusted to the market 
administrator; 

(d) Pay, out of the funds provided by 
$ 961.85, (1) the cost of his bond and of 
the bonds of his employees, (2) his own 
compensation and (3) all other expenses 
necessarily incurred by him in the main¬ 
tenance and functioning of his office and 
in the performance of his duties; 

(e> Keep such books and records as 
will clearly reflect the transactions pro¬ 
vided for in this part, and upon request 
by the Secretary, surrender the same to 
his successor or to such other person 
as the Secretary may designate; 

(f) Publicly disclose to the handlers 
and producers, at his discretion, the 
name of any person who within 5 days 
after the day upon which he is required 
to perform such acts, has not made (1) 
reports pmsuant to §§ 961.30 and 961.31 
or (2) pa 2 rments pursuant to §§961.80 
through 961.85; 

(g> Submit his books and records to 
examination by the Secretary and fur¬ 
nish such information and reports as 
may be required by the Secretary; 

(h) Prepare and make available for 
the benefit of producers, consumers and 
handlers, general statistics and informa¬ 
tion concerning the operation of this 
part; 

(i) Verify all reports and payments 
by each handler by audit, if necessary, 
of such handlers* records and the records 
of any other handler or person upon 
whose utilization the classification of 
milk and butterfat for such handler 
depends; 

(j) On or before the date specified, 
publicly announce by posting in a con¬ 
spicuous place in his office and by such 
other means as he deems appropriate 
the following: 

(1) *rhe 5th day of each month, the 
Class II price and the handler butterfat 
differential, both for the preceding 
month; 

(2) *rhe 15th day of the month pre¬ 
ceding the start of each calendar quarter, 
the Class I price for such calendar 
quarter; 

(3) The 15th day of each month, the 
uniform price for each handler com¬ 
puted pursuant to § 961.71, the utiliza¬ 
tion percentage for such handlers, and 
the differentials applicable pursuant to 
§§ 961.81 and 961.82 all for the preceding 
month; and 

(4) *1116 15th day of each month the 
names and locations of all nonproducer 
milk plants which supplied milk or skim 
milk during the preceding month to a 
producer milk plant(s). any part of 
which milk or skim milk was allocated 
to Class I milk. 

§ 961.30 Reports of receipts and utili- 
zation. On or before the 10th day after 
the end of each month, each handler, 
except a producer-handler, shall report 
for each of his producer milk plants for 
such month to the market administrator 
in the detail and on forms prescribed by 
the market administrator: 

(a) Receipts of producer milk (in¬ 
cluding such handler's own production); 

(b) Receipts from other producer 
milk plant(s); 

(c) Receipts of other source milk; 


(d) The utilization of all milk, milk 
products and butterfat required to be re¬ 
ported pursuant to this section; and 

(e> Inventories of milk and milk prod¬ 
ucts on hand at the beginning and end 
of (he month. 

§ 961.31 Other reports, (a) Each 
producer-handler shall make reports to 
the market administrator at such time 
and in such manner as the market ad¬ 
ministrator may prescribe. 

<b) Each handler, except a producer- 
handler, shall report to the market ad¬ 
ministrator in the detail and on forms 
prescribed by the market administrator 
as follows: 

<1) On or before the 25th day after 
the end of the month for each of his 
producer milk plants his producer pay¬ 
roll for such month which shall show 
for each producer, (i) his name and ad¬ 
dress, (ii) the total pounds of milk re¬ 
ceived from such producer, (iii) the 
average butterfat content of such milk, 
and (iv) the net amount of such han¬ 
dler’s payment together with the price 
paid and the amount and nature of any 
deductions; 

(2) His purchases. If any, of sweet 
cream showing the quantity and source 
of each such purchase and the cost 
thereof at Philadelphia; 

(3) Within 10 days after the market 
administrator’s request, with respect to 
any producer for whom such Information 
is not in the files of the market adminis¬ 
trator. and with respect to a period or 
periods of time designated by the market 
administrator, (1) the name and ad¬ 
dress, (ii) the total pounds of milk re¬ 
ceived, (iii) the average butterfat test 
of milk received, and (iv) the number 
of days upon which milk was received; 

(4) Such other information with re¬ 
spect to the receipts and utilization of 
milk and milk products as the mai’ket 
administrator may prescribe; and 

(5) Promptly after milk is first re¬ 
ceived from any producer, (i) the name 
and address of such producer, (ii) the 
date upon which such milk was first 
received, and (iii) the plant at which 
such milk was received. 

§ 961.32 Verification of reports. Each 
handler shall permit the market admin¬ 
istrator or his agent, or such other per¬ 
son as the Secretary may designate, 
during the usual hours of business, to 
(a) verify the information contained in 
reports submitted In accordance with 
this section and (b) weigh milk received 
from each producer and sample and test 
milk for butterfat. 

§ 961.33 Retention of records. All 
books and records required under this 
order to be made available to the mar¬ 
ket administrator shall be retained by 
the handler for a period of three years 
to begin at the end of the calendar 
month to which such books and records 
pertain: Provided, That if within such 
three-year period, the market admin¬ 
istrator notifies the handler in writing 
that the retention of such books and 
records, or of specified books and records, 
is necessary in connection with a pro¬ 
ceeding imder section 8c (15) (A) of 
the act or a court action specified in such 
notice, the handler shall retain such 
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books and records, or specified books and 
records, until further written notifica¬ 
tion from the market administrator. 
In either case the market administrator 
shall give further written notification to 
the handler promptly upon the termina¬ 
tion of the litigation or when the records 
are not longer necessary in connection 
therewith. 

CLASSIFICATION 

5 961.40 Milk to he classified. All milk 
and milk products received within the 
month at producer milk plants and 
which is required to be reported pursu¬ 
ant to S 961.30 shall be classified by the 
market administrator pursuant to the 
provisions of §§ 961.41 through 961.47. 

H 961.41 Classes of utilization. Sub¬ 
ject to the conditions set forth in 
§5 961.43 through 961.45 the classes of 
utilization shall be as follows: 

(a) Class I milk. Class I milk shall 
be all milk and skim milk (including the 
milk or skim milk equivalent of con¬ 
centrated milk, and of dry whole milk, 
condensed skim milk and nonfat dry 
milk used in reconstituting or fortifying 
any Class I product) and butterfat dis¬ 
posed of in fluid form as milk, skim milk, 
buttermilk, milk drinks (plain or 
flavored), concentrated milk, or any 
mixture of milk, cream, or skim milk 
containing less than 18 percent butter- 
fat (except sterilized products in her¬ 
metically sealed containers, ice cream 
mixes, ice milk mixes and eggnog) in¬ 
cluding such products which are: (1) 
Disposed of to retail establishments 
which dispose of milk both for fluid 
and other uses, (2) contained in 
inventory variations of milk and milk 
products designated as Class I milk, or 

(3) not accounted for as Class n milk. 

(b) Class II milk. Class n milk shall 
be all milk, skim milk and butterfat: 
<1) used to produce any product other 
than those designated as Class I milk 
pursuant to paragraph (a) of this sec¬ 
tion; (2) dumped or disposed of for live¬ 
stock feed: (3) disposed of in bulk and 
used in soup, candy, bakery products or 
any other nondairy conunercial food 
product; (4) contained in inventory 
variation of cream and (5) in actual 
plant shrinkage not in excess of 2 per¬ 
cent of the total pounds of producer milk 
received by handler at all of his pro¬ 
ducer milk plants; and (6) in shrinkage 
of other source milk, 

5 961.42 Shrinkage. The market ad¬ 
ministrator shall allocate shrinkage at 
the producer milk plant(s) of each 
handler as follows; 

(a) Compute the shrinkage of product 
pounds of milk and butterfat; 

(b) Allocate the resulting amounts 
pro rata to the handler(s) receipts of 
product pounds of milk and butterfat, 
respectively, in producer milk and in 
other source milk. 

5 961.43 Responsibility of handlers 
nnd reclassification of milk, (a) All 
milk, skim milk and butterfat required 
to be classified shall be Class I milk un¬ 
loss the handler who first receives such 
milk, skim milk and butterfat proves 
to the market administrator that such 
No. 167-4 


milk, skim milk and butterfat should be 
classified otherwise. 

(b) Any milk, skim milk and butter¬ 
fat shall be reclassified if verification by 
the market administrator discloses that 
the original classification was incorrect. 

§ 961.44 Transfers of milk. Milk and 
skim milk containing less than 18 per¬ 
cent butterfat disposed of each month 
from a producer milk plant shall be 
classified: 

(a) As Class I milk if transferred in 
the foi*m of products designated as Class 
I milk in § 961.41 (a) to a producer milk 
plant of another handler, except a pro¬ 
ducer-handler, unless utilization as Class 
n milk is claimed by both handlers in 
theii* reports submitted for the month to 
the market administrator pursuant to 
§ 961.30: Provided. That the milk or skim 
milk so assigned to Cfiass II milk shall 
be limited to the amount thereof re¬ 
maining in Class n milk in the plant of 
the transferee handler after the alloca¬ 
tion of receipts from plants subject to 
regulation under other Federal orders 
pursuant to subparagraph (6) of § 961.47 
(a) and (b) and any additional amount 
of milk and skim milk shall be classified 
as Class I milk: And provided further. 
That if either or both handlers have 
received other source milk, the milk and 
skim milk so transferred shall be classi¬ 
fied at both plants so as to allocate the 
greatest possible Class I utilization to 
the producer milk of both handlers; 

(b) As Class I milk if transferred to 

a producer-handler in the form of prod¬ 
ucts designated as Class I milk in § 961.41 
(a); « 

(c) As Class I milk if transferred in 
bulk to a nonproducer milk plant unless: 

(1) the handler claims a Class II utiliza¬ 
tion; (2) the buyer maintains books and 
records showing the utilization of all 
milk and skim milk at his plant which 
are made available if requested by the 
market administrator for the purpose of 
verification; and (3) not less than an 
equivalent amount of milk and skim milk 
was actually used as Class n milk in 
such buyer’s plant. 

§ 961.45 Transfers of cream. Cream 
containing 18 percent or more butterfat 
disposed of each month from a producer 
milk plant shall be classified: (a) as 
Class n milk if transferred to a producer 
milk plant of another handler: Provided, 
That the cream so assigned to Class n 
milk shall be limited to the amount 
thereof remaining in Class n milk in the 
plant of the transferee handler after the 
allocation of receipts from plants sub¬ 
ject to regulation under other Federal 
orders, pursuant to subparagraph (6) of 
§ 961.47 (a) and (b) and any additional 
amounts of cream shall be classified as 
Class I milk; (b) as Class n milk if 
transferred to a producer-handler; and 

(c) as Class n milk if transferred to a 
nonproducer milk plant. 

§ 961.46 Computation of milk and 
butterfat in each class. For each month, 
the market administrator shall correct 
for mathematical and other obvious er¬ 
rors the reports of each handler sub¬ 
mitted pursuant to § 961.30 and compute 
the total product pounds of milk and 
milk products and the pounds of butter¬ 


fat respectively, in Class I milk and Class 
II milk in the producer milk plant(s) of 
such handler, 

§ 961.47 Allocation of milk, skim 
milk, and butterfat classified. After 
making the computations pursuant to 
§ 961.46 the market administrator shall 
determine the classification of producer 
milk for each handler as follows: 

(a) The gross product pounds of milk 
and milk products classified shall be al¬ 
located in the following manner; 

(1) Subtract from the total product 
pounds in Class II milk the product 
pounds in producer milk classified pur¬ 
suant to § 961.41 (b) (5); 

(2) Subtract from the remaining 
product pounds in Class n milk the total 
product r>ounds of milk and milk prod¬ 
ucts in receipts from producer-handlers; 

(3) Subtract from the total product 
pounds in Class I milk the product 
pounds of receipts of certified milk in 
packaged form; 

(4) Subtract from the remaining 
product pounds in each class, in sequence 
beginning with Class II milk, the prod¬ 
uct pounds In receipts of other source 
milk in the form of cream containing 
18 percent or more butterfat and the 
milk or skim milk equivalent of such 
receipts of concentrated and dried milk 
or skim milk utilized in a reconstituted 
or fortiiied product and other Class n 
products which are reprocessed during 
the month; 

(5) Subtract from the remaining prod¬ 
uct pounds in Class 11 milk the product 
pounds in the form of Class I products 
received as other source milk (except 
from plants exempted from regulation 
pursuant to § 961.61); 

(6) Subtract from the remaining prod¬ 
uct pounds in each class, in sequence, be¬ 
ginning with Class 11 milk, the product 
pounds in the form of Class I products 
received from plants subject to regula¬ 
tion under other Federal orders; 

(7) Subtract from the product pounds 
remaining in each class the product 
pounds in receipts from prcKiucer milk 
plants of other handlers and assigned 
to such class pursuant to §§ 961.44 and 
961.45: Provided, That if the product 
pounds of such receipts to be subtracted 
from Class 11 milk are greater than the 
remaining product pounds in such class, 
the balance shall be subtracted from the 
remaining product pounds of Class I 
milk; 

(8) Add to the remaining product 
pounds in Class II milk the product 
pounds subtracted pursuant to subpara¬ 
graph (1) of this paragraph; 

(9) If the remaining product pounds 
in both classes exceeds the product 
pounds of producer milk, subtract such 
excess from the remaining product 
pounds in series beginning with Class II 
milk. Any amount so subtracted shall be 
known as overage. 

(b) Butterfat shall be allocated under 
the same procedure outlined for gross 
product pounds in paragraph (a) of this 
section. 

(c) Divide the pounds of butterfat in 
each class by the hundredweight of prod¬ 
uct pounds in such class to determine the 
weighted average butterfat content of 
each class. 
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§ 961.50 Class prices. Except as set 
forth in § 961.53. each handler shall pay, 
at the time and in the manner set forth 
in § 961.80 for each hundredweight of 
milk containing 3.7 percent of butterfat 
received at his producer milk plant (s) 
during each month from producers or a 
cooperative association not less than the 
following prices, subject to the differen¬ 
tials set forth in §§ 961.51 and 961.52: 

(a) Class I milk. For each month the 
price per hundredweight of Clsiss I milk 
shall be the price computed pursuant to 
subparagraphs (1) through (8) of this 
paragraph. 

(1) Compute an index of wholesale 
commodity prices by averaging the four 
latest weekly index figures of wholesale 
commodity prices published by the Bu¬ 
reau of Labor Statistics. United States 
Department of Labor, and convert the 
result to a 1936-1940 base period by di¬ 
viding by 0.5108. 

(2) Compute an index of prices paid by 
Pennsylvania farmers per hundred- 
w^eight for 20 percent protein mixed dairy 
feed, using a 1936-1940 base period, by 
dividing by 0.01776 the monthly price for 
such feed published by the Pennsylvania 
Federal-State Crop Reporting Service. 

(3) Compute an index of prices re¬ 
ceived by Pennsylvania farmers for farm 
products except dairy, in a 1936-1940 
base period, by dividing the monthly 
index published by the Pennsylvania 
Federal-State Crop Reporting Service on 
a 1910-1914 base by 1.0915, and adjust the 
result for seasonal variation by dividing 
by the applicable figure indicated below 
for each month: 


January, February. March_ 0.96 

April, May, June_ 1. oo 

July. August. September_ 1.04 

October. November, December__ l. 00 


(4) Compute an index of prices paid 
for milk by 18 Midwest condenseries, 
using a 1936-40 base period, by dividing 
by 0.013945 the monthly average price 
paid by 18 Midwest condenseries as re¬ 
ported by the United States Department 
of Agriculture, and adjust the result for 
seasonal variation by dividing by the ap¬ 
plicable figure indicated below for each 
month: 


January_ 1.02 

February__ 1.02 

March_ 1. 01 

April__ 0. 99 

May_ 0.98 

June_ 0.96 


July -.. 0. 97 

August_ 1. 00 

September ™ 1. 00 

October_ 1.00 

November ... l. 02 
December__ l. 03 


(5) Compute an index of average daily 
pounds of Class I milk sold by all han¬ 
dlers during the previous month, except 
that mUk which is moved to plants out¬ 
side of New Jersey and Delaware from 
which no routes are operated in tlie mar¬ 
keting area, using a 1936-40 base period, 
by dividing the monthly figure by 16.640, 
and adjust the result for seasonal varia¬ 
tion by dividing by the applicable figure 
indicated below for each month: 


January 

0. 98 

July _ 

0. 99 

February 

0. 99 

AUgLlBt_ 

0. 99 

March 

1.00 

September_- 

1.04 

April_ 

0. 99 

October_ 

1.05 

May 

0. 98 

November __ 

1.02 

June 

0.98 

December_ 

0. 99 


(6) Divide the sum of the indexes cal¬ 
culated in subparagraphs (1) through 
<5) of this paragraph by 5. This figure 
shall be the formula index, and shall 
determine the Class I price for each 
calendar quarter in accordance with the 
following table, subject to the provisions 
of subparagraphs (7) and (8) of this 
paragraph. The price for each calendar 
quarter shall be determined by the index 
value calculated and announced in the 
month preceding the calendar quarter, in 
accordance with the bracket shown in the 
following table in which such index value 
is included, for if such index value is not 
within a bracket, the price for tlie 
calendar quarter shall be determined by 
the adjacent index bracket which is the 
same as or nearest to the bracket equiva¬ 
lent to the price in the previous quarter. 


Class I Pwcb ScHKDri.E—C lass I Prick per 
Hundbkuweioht 


Formula Index 

Jan., Feb., 
Mar., July.. 
Aug., Sept. 

.\pr., May, 
Juno 

Oct.. Nov., 
Dec. 

116.3-120.3. 

$3.29 

$2.89 

$3.69 

lM.1-128.1. 

3.40 

3.00 

3.89 

131.9-136.9 

3.69 

3.29 

4.09 

139.6-H3.6. 

3.89 

3.49 

4.29 

147.4-151.4. 

4.00 

3.60 

4.49 

156.2-150.2. 

4.29 

3.89 

4.69 

163.0-167.0. 

4.49 

4.09 

4.89 

170.8-174.8. 

4.69 

4.29 

6.09 

178.5-182.5_ 

4.H9 

4.49 

6.29 

186.3-190.3_ 

5,09 

4.69 

5.49 

1W.!-1<?8.1. 

5.211 

4.89 

5.09 

201.9-205.9. 

5.49 

5.09 

5.89 

209.7-213.7_ 

&69 

5.29 

6 09 

217.5-221.5. 

5.89 

6.49 

6.29 

226.2-220.2. 

A09 

5.69 

0.49 

233.0-237.0_ 

6.29 

5.89 

6.60 

Z10.8-244J1. 

6.49 

6.09 

6.89 

248.6-252.6. 

6.69 

6.29 

7.09 

256.4-200.4. 

&89 

« 6.49 

7.29 


If the formula index is more than 
260.4, this table shall be extended at the 
same rate as in the three highest index 
brackets shown above. 

(7) For any calendar quarter the Class 
I price shall be 40 cents more than the 
price prescribed in subparagraph (6) of 
this paragraph, if receipts of milk from 
producers during the 12-month period 
ending with the second preceding month, 
excluding receipts at plants which were 
not producer milk plants during 3 con¬ 
secutive months, are less than 115 per¬ 
cent of total Class I sales by handlers 
in the same period; except that a price 
adjustment pursuant to this subdivision 
shall not exceed an amount which will 
result in a Class I price equal to the Class 
I price for the same quarter of the pre¬ 
ceding year plus 80 cents. 

(8) For any calendar quarter the 
Class I price shall be 40 cents less than 
the price prescribed in subparagraph 
(6) of this paragraph, if receipts of milk 
from producers during the 12-month pe¬ 
riod ending with the second preceding 
month, excluding receipts at plants 
which were not producer milk plants 
during 3 consecutive months, are more 
than 137 percent of total Class I sales by 
handlers in the same period; except that 
a price adjustment pursuant to this sub¬ 
division shall not exceed an amount, 
which will result in a Class I price equal 
to the Class I price for the same quarter 
of the preceding year minus 80 cents. 

(b) Class II milk. The price per 
hundredweight of Cl^iss II milk during 
each month shall be the sum of the 


values calculated by the market admin¬ 
istrator pursuant to subparagraphs (1) 
and (2) of this paragraph. 

(1) Butterfat. Add all market quo¬ 
tations (using the midpoint of any 
weekly range as one quotation) of prices 
per 40-quart can of fresh sweet cream 
of bottling quality of 40 percent butter¬ 
fat content, not including prices for 
cream carrying special municipal ap¬ 
provals, reported at Philadelphia for 
each week ending within the month by 
the United States Department of Agri¬ 
culture, divide by the number of quota¬ 
tions. subtract $2.00 and divide by 919: 
Provided, That such butterfat value shall 
not be less than 3.7 times 120 percent of 
the average of the daily wholesale selling 
price for Grade A (92-score) butter at 
New York as reported by the United 
States Department of Agriculture for the 
month for which payment is to be made, 
less 18.0 cents. 

(2) Skim milk. Prom the average of 
all the prices per pound for nonfat dry 
milk made by the roller process sold as 
“other brands’* for human consumption 
in bags or barrels by carlots (using mid¬ 
point of any range as one quotation), 
published during such month in “Pro¬ 
ducer’s Price Chirrent”, subtract 5 cents, 
multiply by .90 and multiply by 7.5. 

§ 961.51 Butterfat differential to 
handlers. For milk containing more or 
less than 3.7 percent butterfat, the class 
prices for the month calculated pursu¬ 
ant to § 961.50 shall be increased or de¬ 
creased, respectively, for each one-tenth 
of one percent variation in butterfat 
content by the amount calculated pursu¬ 
ant to § 961.50 (b) (1) divided by 37 
and rounded to the nearest one-tenth 
cent. 

§ 961.52 Location differential to han^ 
dlers —(a) Class I milk. For that mUk 
received from producers at a producer 
milk plant located 45 miles from City 
Hall in Philadelphia. Pennsylvania, by 
shortest highway distance as determined 
by the market administrator, and clas¬ 
sified as Class I milk, the Class I price 
set forth in § 961.50 (a) shall be reduced 
23 cents per hundi edweight plus one and 
one-half cent for each additional 10 
miles distance, or fraction thereof, which 
such plant is located from City Hall in 
Philadelphia: Provided, ’That for pur¬ 
pose of calculating such location differ¬ 
ential. in the case of a handler who 
operates multiple, producer milk plants 
as a system, the Class I utilization allo¬ 
cated to producer receipts pursuant to 
§ 961.47 shall be assigned first to pro¬ 
ducer receipts at the plant located near¬ 
est the City Hall in Philadelphia and any 
remaining Class I utilization shall be 
assigned to the remaining plants in the 
system, in sequence, beginning with the 
plant next nearest the City Hall in 
Philadelphia. 

(b) Class II milk. For that milk re¬ 
ceived from producers at a producer milk 
plant located 45-70 miles from Chty Hall 
in Philadelphia. Pennsylvania, by short¬ 
est highway distance, as determined by 
the market administrator, and classified 
as Class H milk, the Class n price set 
forth in § 961.50 (b) shall be reduced 5 
cents per hundredweight plus one cent 
for each additional 70 miles distance, or 
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fraction thereof, which such plant is 
located from City Hall in Philadelphia, 

§ 961.53 Class / milk disposed of in 
the New York marketing area. The price 
to be paid by handlers for Class I milk 
disposed of in the New York metrop>oli- 
tan milk marketing area shall be the 
Class I-A price computed pursuant to 
the New York-New Jersey order less such 
pajmient as is required on such milk 
pursuant to the New York-New Jersey 
order. 

§ 961.54 Equivalent prices or indexes. 
If for any reason a price or index speci¬ 
fied by this order for use in computing 
class prices or other purposes is not re¬ 
ported or published in the manner de¬ 
scribed in this order, the market admin¬ 
istrator shall use a price or index deter¬ 
mined by the Secretary to be equivalent 
or comparable with the factor which is 
specified. 

APPLICATION OF PROVISIONS 

§ 961.60 Handlers who receive no milk 
from producers. Sections 961.40 through 
961.47, 961.50 through 961.53. 961.70 
through 961.71 and 981.80 tlirough 961.85 
shall not apply to a producer-handler 
nor to a handler whose sole source of 
milk supply consists of receipts from 
other producer milk plants. 

§ 961.61 Plants subject to other Fed-- 
eral orders, A plant specified in para¬ 
graphs (a), <b) or (c) of this section 
shall be exempt from regulation under 
this order except that the operator 
thereof shall, with respect to total re¬ 
ceipts and utilization at such plant, 
make reports to the market administra¬ 
tor at such time and in such manner as 
the market administrator may require 
(in lieu of the reports required pursuant 
to §5 961.30 through 961.31) and allow 
verification of such reports by the market 
administrator. 

(a) Any distributing or supply plant 
which disposes of Class I inilk in the 
marketing ar.ea but which is a fully reg¬ 
ulated pl^t under the New York Fed¬ 
eral order. 

(b> Any other distributing plant 
which would be subject to the classifi¬ 
cation and pricing provisions of another 
order issued pursuant to the act unless 
a greater volume of Class I milk is dis¬ 
posed of from such plant to retail or 
wholesale outlets (except producer milk 
plants) in the Philadelphia marketing 
area than in the marketing area regu¬ 
lated pursuant to such other order. 

(c) Any other supply plant which 
would be subject to the classification and 
pricing provisions of another order is¬ 
sued pursuant to the act unless such 
plant disposes of a greater volume of 
Class I milk to producer milk plants un¬ 
der the Philadelphia order than to plants 
distributing in the marketing area reg¬ 
ulated pursuant to such other order. 

DETERMINATION OP UNIFORM PRICES 

5 961.70 Net obligation of handlers. 
The net obligation of each handler for 
producer milk received at his producer 
milk plant (s) each month shall be the 
sum of money computed by the market 
administrator as follows: 


(a) Multiply the total hundredweight 
of such milk in each class by the appli¬ 
cable class price; 

(b) Add together the resulting 
amounts; 

(c) Add the amounts computed by 
multiplying the pounds of overage de¬ 
ducted from each class pursuant to 
§ 961.47 (a) (11) and (b) by the appli¬ 
cable class price; and 

(d) Add or subtract as the case may 
be the amount necessary to correct er¬ 
rors discovered by the market adminis¬ 
trator in the verification of such handler 
of his receipts and utilization of milk for 
the previous month. 

§ 961.71 Computation of uniform 
prices for handlers. For each month the 
market administrator shall compute a 
uniform price for the producer milk re¬ 
ceipts received by each handler as 
follows: 

(a) Add to the amount computed 
pursuant to S 961.70 the total of the lo¬ 
cation differential deductions applicable 
pursuant to § 961.82; 

(b) Add or subtract for each one- 
tenth percent that the average butterfat 
content of producer milk received by 
such handler is less or more, respectively, 
than 3.7 percent an amount computed 
by multiplying such difference by the 
butterfat differential to producers com¬ 
puted pursuant to § 961.81 and multiply¬ 
ing the result by the total hundredweight 
of producer milk; 

(c) Add any amount computed pur¬ 
suant to 5 961.83 as a result of Grade A 
sales in excess of the milk received from 
designated Grade A producers; 

(d) Add the amount represented by 
any deductions made for eliminating 
fractions of a cent in computing the uni¬ 
form price for such handler for the pre¬ 
ceding month; 

<e) Divide the resulting amount by 
the total hundredweight of producer 
milk received by such handler. TTie re¬ 
sult. less any fraction of a cent per 
hundredweight, shall be known as the 
uniform price for such handler for milk 
of 3.7 butterfat content, f. o. b. market. 

PAYMENTS 

§ 961.80 Payments to producers. 
Each handler shall make payment to 
each producer for milk received from 
such producer as followrs: Provided, That 
with respect to producers whose milk was 
caused to be delivered to such handler by 
a cooperative association which is au¬ 
thorized to collect payment for such milk, 
the handler shall, if requested in writing 
by the cooperative association, pay such 
association an amount equal to the sum 
of the individual payments otherwise 
payable to such producers in accordance 
with this section: 

(a) On or before the last day of each 
month each handler shall make pay¬ 
ment for milk received during the first 
15 days of such month at not less than 
such handler's estimate of his uniform 
price per hundredweight but in no event 
less than the price per hundredweight for 
Class n milk for the preceding month. 

(b) On or before the 20th day after 
each month each handler shall make 
payment for milk received during such 
month at not less than the uniform price 


per hundredweight computed for such 
handler pursuant to § 961.71, subject to 
the butterfat differential computed pur¬ 
suant to 8 961.81. the location differential 
computed pursuant to §961.82 and Grade 
A premiums in § 961.83 less proper de¬ 
ductions authorized in writing *by such 
producers and less payment made pur¬ 
suant to paragraph (a) of this section. 

(c) On or before the 20th day of each 
month each handler shall pay a coopera¬ 
tive association which is a handler, with 
respect to milk, skim milk and cream re¬ 
ceived by him from a producer milk plant 
operated by such cooperative association 
not less than an amount computed by 
multiplying the minimum prices in each 
class subject to butterfat differential 
computed pursuant to § 961.51 and the 
location differential of the buying han¬ 
dler computed pursuant to § 961.52 by 
the hundredweight of such milk in each 
class. 

§ 961.81 Butterfat differential to pro- 
ducers. The applicable uniform prices 
to be paid each producer pursuant to 
§ €61.80 shall be increased or decreased, 
for each one-tenth of one percent which 
the average butterfat content of his milk 
is above or below 3.7 percent, respective¬ 
ly. at a rate determined by dividing by 
37 the butterfat value computed pursuant 
to § 961.50 (b) (1) and rounded to the 
nearest full cent. 

§ 961.82 Location differential to pro¬ 
ducers, In making pa 5 rments to pro¬ 
ducers pursuant to § 961.80, the applica¬ 
ble unlfoim prices to be paid for producer 
milk reived at a producer milk plant 
located at least 45 miles from the City 
Hall in Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, by 
shortest highway distance as determined 
by the market administrator, shall be 
reduced 23 cents plus one and one-half 
cent for each additional 10 miles dis¬ 
tance, or fraction thereof, which such 
plant is located from the City Hall in 
Philadelphia. 

§ 961.83 Premium for Grade A milk. 
In addition to the uniform price and all 
other payments required pursuant to 
§§ 961.80 through 961.82 each handler 
shall pay for milk, which he has desig¬ 
nated as qualified under the Common¬ 
wealth of Pennsylvania Department of 
Health or the New Jersey Department of 
Health requirements for sale as Grade 
A milk and which is delivered to a plant 
similarly qualified (so long as such re¬ 
quirements are in effect as a separate 
grade), 40 cents per hundredweight of 
Grade A milk received from producers of 
10.000 bacteria or less per c. c. and 25 
cents per hundred weight of Grade A 
milk received from producers of more 
than 10.000 but less than 25.000 bacteria, 
times the ratio of such milk sold as Grade 
A either in fiuid form or as products 
manufactured from Grade A milk to the 
total quantity of Grade A milk received 
from producers: Pfovided, That in ad¬ 
dition to the above payments each 
handler shall add to the value of his milk 
computed pursuant to § 961.70, 40 cents 
per hundredweight of milk sold by a 
handler as Grade A in excess of the milk 
received from designated Grade A pro¬ 
ducers for whom the handler has main¬ 
tained adequate laboratory records which 
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qualify such producers for the 40-cent or 
25-cent premiums described in this 
section. 

5 961.84 Adjustment of accounts. 
Whenever audit by the market adminis¬ 
trator of any handler's reports, books, 
records, accounts, or verification of 
weights and butterfat tests of milk or 
milk products disclosed errors resulting 
in money due a producer or the market 
administrator, from such handler, or due 
such handler from the market adminis¬ 
trator, the market administrator shall 
notify such handler of any amount so 
due and payment thereof shall be made 
on or before the next date for making 
payments as set forth In the provisions 
und6r which such error occurred, 

§ 961.85 Expense of administration. 
As his pro rata share of the expense of 
administration of this part, each handler 
shall pay to the market admlnistratoi* 
on or before the 20 th day after the end 
of the month for such month 2 cents per 
hundredweight, or such amount not ex¬ 
ceeding 2 cents per hundredweight as the 
Secretary may prescribe, with respect to 
all (a) receipts of producer milk includ¬ 
ing such handler’s own production, and 
(b) receipts of milk from nonproducer 
m'lk plants which is classified as Class I 
milk. 

5 961.86 Termination of obligations. 
’Hie provisions of the section shall apply 
to any obligation under this part for the 
payment of money, 

(a) The obligation of any handler to 
pay money required to be paid under the 
terms of this part shall, except as pro¬ 
vided in paragraphs (b) and (c) of this 
section, terminate two years after the 
last day of the calendar month during 
which the market administrator received 
the handler’s utilization report on the 
milk involved in such obligation unless 
within such two-year period the market 
administrator notifies the handler in 
writing that such money is due and pay¬ 
able. Service of such notice shall be 
complete upon mailing to the handler’s 
last known address, and it shall contain 
but need not be limited to, the following 
information: 

(1) The amount of the obligation; 

(2) The month(s) during which the 
milk, with respect to which the obliga¬ 
tion exists was received or handled; and 

(3) If the obligation is payable to one 
or more producers or to an association 
of producers, the name of such pro¬ 
ducer (s) or association of producers, or 
if the obligation is payable to the market 
administrator, tlie account for which it 

^ is to be paid. 

(b) If a handler fails or refuses, with 
respect to any obligation under this part, 
to make available to the market ad¬ 
ministrator or his representatives all 
books and records requhed by this part 
to be made available, the market admin¬ 
istrator may, within the two-year period 
provided for in paragraph (a) of this 
section, notify the handler in writing of 
such failure or refusal. If the market 
administrator so notifies a handler, the 
said two-year period with respect to such 
obligation shall not begin to run until the 
first day of the calendar month following 
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the month during w^hich all such books 
and records pertaining to such obligation 
are made available to the market admin¬ 
istrator or his representatives. 

<c) Notwithstanding the provisions of 
paragraphs (a) and (b) of this section, 
a handler’s obligation under this part 
to pay money shall not be terminated 
with respect to any transaction involving 
fraud or willful concealment of a fact, 
material to the obligation, on the part 
of the handler against whom the obliga¬ 
tion is sought to be imposed. 

(d> Any obligation on the part of the 
market administrator to pay a handler 
any money which such handler claims 
to be due him under the terms of this 
part shall terminate two years after the 
end of the calendar month during which 
the milk involved in the claim was re¬ 
ceived if an underpayment is claimed, 
or two years after the end of the calendar 
month during which the payment (in¬ 
cluding deduction or set-off by the 
market administrator) was made by the 
handler if a refund on such payment is 
claimed, unless such handler within the 
applicable period of time, files, pursuant 
to section 8c (15) (A) of the act, a 
petition claiming such money. 

EFFECTIVE TIME, SUSPENSION, OR 
TERMINATION 

§ 961.90 Effective time. The provi¬ 
sions of this part or any amendment to 
this part shall become effective at such 
time as the Secretary may declare and 
shall continue in force until suspended or 
terminated pursuant to § 961.91. 

§ 961.91 Suspension or termination. 
The Secretary may suspend or terminate 
this part or any provisions of this part 
whenever he finds this part or any pro¬ 
visions of tills part obstructs or does not 
tend to effectuate the declared policy of 
the act. This part shall terminate, in 
any event, whenever the provisions of 
the act authorizing it cease to be in 
effect. 

§ 961.92 Continuing obligations. If 
upon the suspension or termination of 
any or all provisions of this part, there 
are any obligations thereunder, the final 
accrual or ascertainment of which re¬ 
quires further acts by any person (in¬ 
cluding the market administrator), such 
further acts shall be performed notwith¬ 
standing such suspension or termination. 

§ 961.93 Liquidation. Upon the sus¬ 
pension or termination of the provisions 
of this part, except this section, the mar¬ 
ket administrator, or such liquidating 
agent as the Secretary may desig¬ 
nate, shall, if so directed by the Secre¬ 
tary, liquidate the business of the market 
administrator’s oflace, dispose of all 
property in his possession or control, in¬ 
cluding accounts receivable, and execute 
and deliver all assignment or other in¬ 
struments necessary or appropriate to 
effectuate any such disposition. If a 
liquidating agent is so designated, all 
assets, books, and records of the market 
administrator shall be transferred 
promptly to such liquidating agent. If 
upon such liquidation, the funds on hand 
exceed the amounts required to pay out¬ 
standing obligations of the office of the 


market administrator and to pay nec¬ 
essary expenses of liquidating and distri¬ 
bution, such excess shall be distributed 
to contributing handlers and producers 
in an equitable manner. 

MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS 

§ 961.100 Agents. The Secretary 
may, by designation in writing, name 
any officer or employee of the United 
States to act as his agent or representa¬ 
tive in connection with any of the pro¬ 
visions of this part. 

§ 961.101 Separability of provision;^. 
If any provision of this part, or its ap¬ 
plication to any person or circumstances 
is held invalid, the application of such 
provision and of the remaining provisions 
of this part, to other persons or cir¬ 
cumstances shall not be affected thereby. 

Issued at Washington. D. C., this 23d 
day of August 1957. 

rsEAL] Roy W. Lennartson, 
Deputy Administrator. 

IP. R. Doc. 67-7060; Filed, Aug. 27. 1967; 
8:51 a. m.] 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDU- 
CATION, AND WELFARE 
Food and Drug Administration 
[21 CFR Part 120 1 

Tolerances and Exemptions F^om Tol¬ 
erances FOR Pesticide Chemicals in or 
ON Raw Agricultural Commodities 

notice of piling of petition for estab¬ 
lishment OF tolerance for residues 
of sodium dehydroacetate 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed¬ 
eral Food. Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 
408 (d) (1). 68 Stat. 512; 21 U. S. C. 346a 
(d) (1)), the following notice is Issued: 

A petition has been filed by Dow 
Chemical Company. Midland, Michigan, 
proposing the establishment of a toler¬ 
ance of 65 parts per million for residues 
of sodium dehydroacetate. as dehydio- 
acetic acid, in or on strawberries, from 
post-harvest application. 

The analytical method proposed in the 
petition for determining residues of so¬ 
dium dehydroacetate. as dehydroacetic 
acid, is as follows: The fruit sample is 
mashed, if necessary, and Is extracted 
with chloroform. The chloroform Is re- 
extracted with 0.5 N sodium hydroxide, 
which is acidified and diluted to a known 
volume. The concentration of dehydro¬ 
acetic acid in the solution is determined 
by measurement of its optical density in 
the ultraviolet spectrum at 307 m/i. An 
additional measurement at 360 m/x per¬ 
mits correction for certain other ex¬ 
tractable compounds. (Reference: 
Journal of Pharmacology and Experi¬ 
mental Therapeutics. Volume 99, Page 
84 (1950).) 

Dated: August22,1957. 

[seal] Robert S. Roe, 

Director, 

Bureau of Biological 
and Physical Sciences. 

IP. R. Doc. 67-7039; Piled, Aug. 27, 1957; 

8:47 a. m.] 
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I 21 CFR Part 1201 

Tolerances and EIxemptions From Tol¬ 
erances FOR Pesticide Chemicals In or 
On Raw Agricultural Commodities 

notice of filing of petition for estab¬ 
lishment OF tolerances for residues 

of o,o-diethyl 0-(2-IS0PR0PYL-4- 
METHYL - 6 - PYRIMIDINYL) -PROSPHORO- 
THIOATB 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed¬ 
eral Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 
408 (d) (1). 68 Stat. 512; 21 U. S. C. 346a 

(d) (1)), the following notice is issued: 

A petition has been filed by Geigy Ag¬ 
ricultural Chemicals, P. O. Box 430, 
Yonkers. New York, proposing the es¬ 
tablishment of tolerances of 0.75 part 
per million for residues of 0,0-diethyl 
O - (2-isopropyl - 4 - methyl - 6 - pyrim- 
Idinyl)-phosphorothioate in or on the 
following raw agricultural commodities: 
Broccoli, cabbage, cauliflower, sweet 
com, tomatoes. 

The analytical methods proposed in 
the petition for determining residues 
of 0,0-diethyl 0-(2-isopropyl-4-methyl- 
6-pyrimidinyl) -phosphorothioate are the 
methods described in the Federal Regis¬ 
ter of March 21. 1957 (22 F. R. 1889). 

Dated: August 22, 1957. 

TsealI Robert S. Roe, 

Director, 

Bureau of Biological 
. and Physical Sciences, 

|P. R. Doc. 57-7040: Piled. Aug. 27. 1957; 
8:48 a. m.) 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[ 47 CFR Parts 1, 43 1 

[Docket No. 12141; FCC 57-9411 

Practice and Procedure; Reports of 

Communication Common Carriers and 

Certain Affiliates 

annual report form m for class a and 

CLASS B TELEPHONE COMPANIES 

1. Notice is hereby given of proposed 
rule making in the above-entitled matter. 

2. The Commission, on September 19. 
1956, adopted amendments to Part 31 
(Uniform System of Accounts for Class 
A and Class B Telephone Companies) 
of its rules with respect to accounting 
for station apparatus, station installa¬ 
tions and station wiring. These amend¬ 
ments were adopted to become effective 
January 1,1958. However, any company 
that desired to do so could place the 
amendments into effect as of January 
1. 1957. 

3. In view of the foregoing, it is be¬ 
lieved necessary to change certain sched¬ 
ules in Annual Report Form M, effective 
with the 1957 reporting year, in order to 
coordinate the report form with the new 
accounting requirements. It is also be¬ 
lieved that, because of the accounting 
changes, certain additional information, 
which is incorporated in the proposed 
new schedules 58A and 58B, should be 
Included in the report. Particulars with 
respect to the proposed changes and the 
reasons therefor are included with re¬ 
spect to each schedule. 


4, The proposed changes in Form M 
and the primary reasons therefor follow; 

(a) Schedule 12A, Analysis of Tele-^ 
phone Plant Accounts, Delete lines 9, 
10, 11 and 12 reading respectively, “232 
Station installations.“ “233 Drop and 
block wires,“ “234 Private branch ex¬ 
changes," and “235 Booths and special 
fittings"; insert new lines 9 and 10 read¬ 
ing respectively, “232 Station connec¬ 
tions" and “234 Large private branch 
exchanges"; and renumber remaining 
lines and references thereto in accord¬ 
ance with the foregoing changes. These 
changes are proposed in order to con¬ 
form the plant account titles to the new 
prescribed accounts. 

(b) Schedule 12B, Analysis of Credits 
for Telephone Plant Retired. Delete line 
3, captioned “605 Repairs of station 
equipment." and line 4. captioned “607 
Station removals and changes," and re¬ 
number the remaining lines of the sched¬ 
ule accordingly. Change Instruction 4 
so that line references therein corre¬ 
spond with new line references of the 
schedule. These changes are made nec¬ 
essary by the aforementioned amend¬ 
ments, one of which eliminated the pro¬ 
vision that certain retirements of drop or 
block wires should be charged to account 
605, and by the deletion of account 607 
from the expense accounts. 

(c) Schedule 14A, Analysis of Entries 
in Depreciation Reserve {Account 171). 
In order to conform to the new list of 
depreciable accounts, delete lines 5 and 
6 of columns (a) and (k) captioned re¬ 
spectively, “234 Private branch ex¬ 
changes" and “235 Booths and special 
fittings," and substitute in lieu thereof 
“232 Station connections" and “234 
Large private branch exchanges." re¬ 
spectively. 

On the second page of schedule 14A, 
delete the footnote at the bottom of the 
schedule reading “ ‘ Included in account 
607, ‘Station removals and changes' " and 
also the symbol “ *" on line 4 in column 
(r) referring thereto. These changes 
are necessary since account 607 has been 
deleted and the cost of removal of sta¬ 
tion apparatus, under the revised ac¬ 
counting, is chargeable to the deprecia¬ 
tion reserve, but Is associated with the 
retirement of the station connections. 

(d) Schedule 14B, Theoretical Depre^ 
ciation Reserve Study, In order to con¬ 
form to the new list of depreciable ac¬ 
counts. delete lines 5 and 6 captioned, 
respectively, “234 Private branch ex¬ 
changes" and “235 Booths and special 
fittings" and substitute in lieu thereof 
new lines 5 and 6, captioned “232 Station 
connections^' and “234 Large private 
branch exchanges," respectively. 

(e) Schedule 14C, Boses of Charges 
for Depreciation. Make the same 
changes as Indicated for schedule 14B 
in (d), above. 

(f) Schedule 35, Operating Expenses. 
Delete line 15 of the schedule reading 
“607 Station removals and changes" as 
this account has been deleted under the 
revised accounting. Renumber the re¬ 
maining lines and make corresponding 
changes in the references to line num¬ 
bers on the lines showing group totals 
and the grand total. 


Change the instruction to read, “Class 
B companies may use only lines 10. 11 to 
23. inclusive, 26, 33, 36. 37. 45. 50. 51, 58. 
61 and 62." Deletion of line 15, account 
607 makes this change necessary. 

(g) Schedule 52, Telephones in Serv-^ 
ice. Insert new column (t) under the 
subheading “Company Telephones Clas¬ 
sified by T 3 ^e of Customer," captioned 
“Coin." It is believed that this type of 
telephone is of sufficient importance and 
its characteristics differ so substantially 
as to justify separate reporting. Coin 
telephones have previously been reported 
as business telephones. The insertion 
of new column (t) will require the re¬ 
designating of present columns (t) 
through (w) to become (u) through (x). 

Delete old column (x) “Left in Tele¬ 
phones," since an analysis of such data 
is proposed to be Incorporated in new 
schedule 58A. 

In instruction 2. preceding the words 
“changes from'' add the word “and"; de¬ 
lete the parentheses from around “such 
as from a 'Main telephone' to a ‘P. B. X. 
telephone"'; insert a period; and delete 
the remainder of the sentence. These 
changes are being proposed for editorial 
purposes and because of the new simpli¬ 
fied method of field reporting adopted by 
many companies in connection with sta¬ 
tion apparatus inward and outward 
movements, whereby only physical 
changes will be considered as inward or 
outward movements. 

In instruction 3. make the same 
changes as Indicated for instruction 2, 
above. 

In instruction 4, delete the word “to" 
preceding the words “changes of cus¬ 
tomers" and also delete the words “(as 
supersedures)." The first change is 
editorial and the second is to coordinate 
instruction 4 with the revisions in in¬ 
structions 2 and 3. 

Delete instruction 5 since old column 
(x), to which it relates, is proposed to be 
deleted from this schedule and included 
in schedule 58A. 

(h> Schedule 58A, Stations Left in 
Place. It is proposed to add this new 
schedule showing by classes the number 
of disconnected telephones (excluding 
temporary suspensions) which had not 
been removed from the former cus¬ 
tomers* premises. In previous reports a 
single column giving the total left-in 
telephones was included as column (x) 
of schedule 52. It is believed that there 
are sufficient differences of regulatory 
significance in residence, business and 
coin stations to warrant reporting the 
number of left-in stations of each type. 
The columns proposed for Inclusion in 
the schedule are as follows: 

Column (a). State or territory: 

A caption over-riding columns (b). (c), 
(d) and (e) reading Number at End of the 
Year:, 

Column (b). Business; 

Column (c). Coin; 

Column (d), Residential; and 

Column (e). Total. 

The proposed instruction for the 
schedule reads as follows: 

Report the number of disconnected 
telephones (excluding temporary sus¬ 
pensions) of the respective classes which 
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had not been removed from the former 
customers* premises. 

(i> Schedule 58B, Station Apparatus 
in Stock. It Is proposed to add this new 
schedule showing the number of items 
in stock of three of the principal types 
of station apparatus, namely, telephones, 
teletypewriters and radiotelephones. 
These items, except for certain semi-ob¬ 
solete types, are, under the new account¬ 
ing regulations, included in account 231, 
“Station apparatus,** when held in stock. 
They were formerly Included in account 
122, “Material and supplies.** Note E to 
§ 31.231 of the system of accounts, as 
revised, requires that an annual inven¬ 
tory be taken of all telephones in stock 
that are Included in that account and 
it is believed that fairly substantial 
quantities of teletypewriters and radio¬ 
telephones may also be included therein 
by some companies. It Is believed of 
sufficient regulatory and statistical value 
that the quantities of such items in stock 
should be reported. Data reportable on 
line 2'of the schedule, relating to statioh 
apparatus included in account 122, 
“Material and supplies,** are deemed of 
sufficient significance that if any items 
are so included the quantity thereof 
should be reported. The columns pro¬ 
posed for Inclusion in this schedule are 
as follows: 

Column (a). Particulars: 

A caption over-riding columns (b), (c) 
and (d) reading Number at End oi the Year; 

Column (b). Telephones; 

Column (c). Teletypewriters: and 

Column (d). Mobile Radiotelephones. 

Line 1. Column (a) reads: Included In 
account 231, Station apparatus. 

Line 2. column (a) reader* Included in ac¬ 
count 122, Material and supplies. 

The proposed instructions for this 
schedule reads as follows: 

1. Report in column (d) number of 
transmitter-receiver combinations and 
separate receivers. 

2. Report on line 1 the number of units 
of the respective types, other than those 
in service or *‘left in place.** included in 
account 231, ‘‘Station apparatus.** 

3. Report on line 2 the number of 
units of the respective types, included in 
account 122, “Material and supplies.** in 
accordance with the provisions of Note 
D to § 31.231 of the Commission’s rules, 
which reads as follows: *‘Items of station 
apparatus in stock for which no further 
use in the ordinary conduct of the busi¬ 
ness is contemplated, but which as a pre¬ 
cautionary measure, are held for possi¬ 
ble future contingencies instead of being 
junked, shall be excluded from this 
account and included in account 122, 
‘Material and supplies’ **. 

<j) The Table of Contents and the In¬ 
dex will be revised to Include appropriate 
references to proposed new schedules 
b8A and 58R. 

5. It is contemplated that the annual 
report form for 1957, only, will contain 
copies of both the proposed revised 
schedules 12A, 12B. 14A, 14B. 14C and 35 
and those that are being superseded in 
order that companies which did not ex¬ 
ercise the option of adopting the new ac¬ 
counting as of January 1. 1957. may 
conveniently report under the old ac¬ 
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counting requirements. Commencing 
with the report form for 1958, the super¬ 
seded schedules will, of course, be deleted 
inasmuch as the revised accoimting will 
then be mandatory. Schedule 52. only in 
its revised form, will be included in the 
1957 report form. Schedules 58A and 
58B will be Included but schedule 58B will 
not be used by respondents who did not 
adopt the new accoimting January 1, 
1957. 

6. This Notice of Proposed Rule Mak¬ 
ing is issued under authority of sections 
4 (i) and 219 of the Communications Act 
of 1934, as amended. Report Form M is 
prescribed by 9 43.21 of Part 43 (Reports 
of Communications Carriers) and 8 1.544 
of Part 1 (Practice and Procedure) of the 
Commission's rules. 

7. Any interested party who is of the 
opinion that the proposed amendments 
should not be adopted, or should not be 
adopted in the form proposed herein, 
may file with the Commission on or be¬ 
fore September 30, 1957, a statement or 
brief setting forth his comments. Com¬ 
ments in support of the proposed amend¬ 
ments may also be filed on or before the 
same date. Comments or briefs in re¬ 
ply to the original comments or briefs 
may be filed within ten days of the last 
day for filing said original comments or 
briefs. No additional comments may be 
filed unless (1) specifically requested by 
the Commission, or (2) good cause for 
filing such additional comments is estab¬ 
lished. The Commission will consider all 
such comments that are presented be¬ 
fore taking action in the matter, and if 
any comments are submitted which ap¬ 
pear to warrant the holding of oral argu¬ 
ment. notice of the time and place of 
such oral argument will be given. 

8. In accordance with the provisions of 
§ 1.764 of the Commission’s rules and 
regulations, an original and fourteen 
copies of all statements or briefs shall 
be furnished to the Commission. 

Adopted: August 23,1957. 

Released: August 23,1957. 

Federal Communications 

COMMLSSION, 

[seal] Evelyn F. Eppley, 

Acting Secretary, 

[P. R. Doc. 67-7053; Piled, Aug. 27. 1957; 

8:50 a. m.] 


FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK 
BOARD 

C 24 CFR Parts 144, 145 1 

(No. 10.989] 

Charter and Bylaws and Operations 

PROPOSED AMENDMENTS RELATING TO THRIFT 
INCENTIVE AND INVESTMENT INCENTIVE 

August 22, 1957. 

Resolved that, pursuant to Part 108 of 
the general regulations of the Federal 
Home Loan Bank Board (24 C:)FR 108) 
and 5 142.1 of the rules and regulations 
for the Federal Savings and Loan Sys¬ 
tem (24 CFR 142.1), it is hereby pro¬ 
posed that, pursuant to section 5 (a), 
48 Stat. 132. as amended (12 U. S. C. 1464 

(a)), Part 144 and Part 145 of the rules 
and regulations for the Federal Savings 


and Loan System (24 CFR Parts 144,145) 
be amended by amendments the sub¬ 
stance of which is as follows: 

The rules and regulations for the Fed¬ 
eral Savings and Loan System are hereby 
amended as follows: 

1. By adding to Part 145, immediately 
after 8 145.3. thiee new sections to be 
numbered 145.3-1, 145.3-2, and 145.3-3 
and to read as follows: 

§ 145.3-1 Thrift incentive and invesU^ 
ment incentive —(a) General provisions. 
The board of directors of a Federal as¬ 
sociation which has a charter not in¬ 
consistent with the provisions of this 
section and of §§ 145,3-2 and 145.3-3 and 
which has the bylaw provision set forth 
in § 144.6-1 of this subchapter may, by 
resolution, obligate the association to 
pay a bonus in the form of the thrift in¬ 
centive set forth in § 145.3-2 or the in¬ 
vestment Incentive set forth in § 145.3-3, 
or both. References in this part to thrift 
incentive shall mean the thrift incentive 
set forth in § 145.3-2 and references in 
this part to investment incentive shall 
mean the investment incentive set forth 
in $ 145.3-3. 

(b) Exclusiveness of provisions. No 
account shall receive a thrift incentive 
or an investment incentive for or with 
respect to any period during which, or 
during any part of which, such account 
is subject to any bonus plan (other than 
the thrift incentive and the Investment 
incentive) under any provision of this 
part or under any provision of the char¬ 
ter of the association. No account shall 
receive an investment incentive for or 
with respect to any period as to which 
it is eligible to receive a thrift Incentive. 

(c) Effect of redemption. Total re¬ 
demption of an account by the associa¬ 
tion prior to the time for crediting or 
payment of the first thrift incentive or 
the first investment incentive, or after 
the dividend period in which the account 
is eligible for crediting or pasrment of 
such first incentive but prior to the time 
for crediting or payment of the first 
thrift incentive of the second stage or 
the first investment incentive of the sec¬ 
ond stage, shall automatically accelei ate 
such time to the dividend period in which 
such redemption occurs, and in any such 
case the amount of the incentive so ac¬ 
celerated shall be calculated as if such 
redemption had occurred immediately 
after the close of the dividend period in 
which such redemption occurs. Partial 
redemption of an account by an associa¬ 
tion at any time shall be disregarded for 
all purposes of the thrift incentive or the 
investment incentive except the deter¬ 
mination of the amount of such Incen¬ 
tive, and for the purpose of such deter¬ 
mination any such partial redemption 
shall be deemed to have occurred im¬ 
mediately after the close of the dividend 
period in which such partial redemption 
occurs. As used in this paragraph, the 
term “redemption** includes the taking 
by the association of such action toward 
r^emption as terminates the right of 
the holder of the account to participate 
in distributions of earnings of the as¬ 
sociation with respect to the account or 
a part of the account. 

§ 145.3-2 Thrift incentive —(a) Ac* 
counts eligible for thrift incentive. An 






Wednesday, August 28, 1957 


FEDERAL REGISTER 


6937 


ficcount eligible for the thrift incentive 
shall be an account with respect to which 
the holder has made to the association a 
statement in writing of intent to qualify 
for the thrift incentive and upon which 
there have been made only regular, peri¬ 
odic payments, on a weekly, bi-weekly, 
semimonthly, or monthly basis, the 
amount of which shall be the amount of 
the first payment (which payment shall 
not be less than $5.00 and shall be made 
simultaneously with the making of such 
statement), continuously thereafter 
without any delay of more than 60 days 
in the making of any payment and with¬ 
out any prepayment of more than 6 
months, and without the withdrawal of 
any part of the amount of the payments 
made on such account. 

(b) Rate of thrift incentive. The rate 
of the thrift incentive for the first stage 
shall be one-fourth of 1 percent per an¬ 
num or such lower rate as shall have been 
most recently specified for such stage of 
the thrift incentive by action of the 
association’s board of directors in force at 
the time when such statement is made. 
The rate of the thrift incentive for the 
second stage shall be one-half of 1 per¬ 
cent per annum or such lower rate, not 
less than the rate for the first stage of 
the thrift incentive, as shall have been 
most recently specified for the second 
stage of the thrift incentive by action of 
the association’s board of directors in 
force at the time such statement is made. 

(c) Calculation and payment or 
crediting of thrift incentive. The thrift 
Incentive for a dividend period shall be 
calculated on the same basis and in the 
same manner as if it were a dividend at 
the same rate for such dividend period. 
The first thrift incentive shall be credited 
to the account (or paid, if directed by the 
holder of the account) as if it were, in 
total, a dividend with respect to the divi¬ 
dend period in wliich there occurs the 
third anniversary of the making of such 
statement and shall apply to that period 
and all prior dividend periods of the first 
stage, and any subsequent thrift incen¬ 
tive of the fii*st stage shall be credited to 
the account (or paid, if directed by the 
holder) as if it were a periodic dividend. 
The first thrift Incentive of the second 
stage shall be credited to the account (or 
paid, if directed by the holder of the ac¬ 
count) as if it were, in total, a dividend 
with respect to the dividend period in 
which there occurs the seventh anniver¬ 
sary of the making of such statement 
and. if the rate for the second stage is 
greater than the rate for the first stage, 
it shall, to the extent of the excess of 
the former rate over the latter rate, apply 
also to all dividend periods of the first 
stage, and any subsequent thrift incen¬ 
tive of the second stage shall be credited 
to the account (or paid, if directed by the 
holder) as if it were a periodic dividend. 

(d) Definitions. As used in this sec¬ 
tion. and as used in § 145.3-1 with respect 
to the thrift incentive— 

(1) The term ’‘first stage” shall mean 
all dividend periods beginning with the 
dividend period in which there occurs tlie 
making of the statement referred to in 
paragraph (a) of this section and ending 
with the dividend period immediately 


prior to the first dividend period of the 
second stage. 

(2) The term •‘second stage” shall 
mean all dividend periods beginning with 
the dividend period in which there occurs 
the seventh anniversary of the making 
of such statement. 

(3) The term “dividend period” shall 
mean any of the following: (i) A period 
of six months ending on June 30 or De¬ 
cember 31 and not including such a 
quarter-year as is mentioned in subdivi¬ 
sions (ii) or (iii) of this subparagraph; 
(ii) a quarter-year so ending or ending 
on March 31 or September 30 with re¬ 
spect to which the association actually 
makes a distribution of earnings on a 
quarterly basis; (iii) a quarter-year end¬ 
ing on June 30 or December 31 which im¬ 
mediately follows such a quarter-year 
as is described in subdivision (ii) of this 
subparagraph. 

§ 145.3-3 Investment incentive —(a) 
Accounts eligible for investment incen^ 
tive. An account eligible for the invest¬ 
ment incentive shall be an account with 
respect to which the holder has made to 
the association a statement in writing 
of Intent to qualify for the investment 
incentive and which has and continu¬ 
ously has had, beginning with the mak¬ 
ing of such statement, a balance of at 
least $500. 

(b) Rate of investment incentive. 
The rate of the Investment Incentive for 
the first stage shall be one-fourth of 1 
percent per annum or such lower rate 
as shall have been most recently speci¬ 
fied for such stage of the investment in¬ 
centive by action of the association’s 
board of directors in force at the time 
when such statement is made. The rate 
of the investment incentive for the sec¬ 
ond stage shall be one-half of 1 percent 
per annum or such lower rate, not less 
than the rate for the first stage of the 
investment incentive, as shall have been 
most recently specified for the second 
stage of the investment incentive by ac¬ 
tion of the association’s board of di¬ 
rectors in force at the time such state¬ 
ment is made. 

(c) Calculation and payment or 
crediting of investment incentive. The 
investment incentive for a dividend pe¬ 
riod shall be calculated on the same basis 
and in the same manner as if it were a 
dividend at the same rate for such divi¬ 
dend period. The Investment incentive 
for a dividend period during the first 
stage shall be calculated as if the lowest 
actual balance of the account of not less 
than $500 during the three years ending 
at the close of the date as of which such 
investment incentive is calculated had 
been the highest balance thereof during 
such three years. The first investment 
incentive shall be credited to the account 
(or paid, if directed by the holder of the 
account) as if it were, in total, a dividend 
with respect to the dividend i>eriod in 
which there occurs the third anniver¬ 
sary of the making of such statement, 
and shall apply to that period and all 
prior dividend periods of the first stage, 
and any subsequent investment incen¬ 
tive of the first stage shall be credited to 
the account (or paid, If directed by the 
holder) as if it were a periodic dividend. 


The investment incentive for a dividend 
period during the second stage shall con. 
sist of (1) an investment incentive at the 
rate for the first stage, calculated as if 
such investment incentive were an in¬ 
vestment incentive for a dividend period 
during the first stage, and (2), if the 
rate of the investment incentive for the 
second stage is greater than the rate of 
the Investment incentive for the first 
stage, an investment incentive at a rate 
equal to the excess of the former rate 
over the latter rate, calculated as if the 
lowest actual balance of the account of 
not less than $500 during the seven years 
ending at the close of the date as of 
which the investment incentive is cal¬ 
culated had been the highest balance 
thereof during such seven years.' The 
first investment incentive of the second 
stage shall be credited to the account 
(or paid, if directed by the holder of the 
account) as if it were, in total a dividend 
with respect to the dividend period in 
which there occurs the seventh anniver¬ 
sary of the making of such statement, 
and. if the rate for the second stage is 
greater than the rate for the first stage, 
it shall, to the extent of the excess of 
the former rate over the latter rate, also 
apply to all dividend periods of the first 
stage, calculated as if the lowest actual 
balance of the account of not less than 
$500 during the first stage had been the 
highest balance thereof during said 
stage, and any subsequent investment 
incentive of the second stage shall be 
credited to the account (or paid, if di¬ 
rected by the holder), as if it were a 
periodic dividend. 

(d) Definitions. As used in this sec¬ 
tion, and as used in § 145.3-1 with re¬ 
spect to tlie investment incentive— 

(1) The term “first stage” shall mean 
all dividend periods beginning with the 
dividend period in which there occurs 
the making of the statement referred to 
in paragraph (a) of this section and end¬ 
ing with the dividend period immediately 
prior to the first dividend period of the 
second stage. 

(2) The term “second stage” shall 
mean all dividend periods beginning 
with the dividend period in which there 
occurs the seventh anniversary of the 
making of such statement. 

(3) The term “dividend period” shall' 
have the same meaning as in 5 145.3-2. 

2. By adding to Part 144 a new section 
to be numbered $ 144.6-1 and to read as 
follows: 

§ 144.6-1 Additional amendment to 
bylaws. *rhls section constitutes ap¬ 
proval by the Board of the following 
amendment to the bylaws of any Federal 
association which has a charter not 
inconsistent with the provisions of 
§§ 145.3-1, 145.3-2, and 145.3-3 of this 
subchapter, upon the valid adoption of 
such amendment by such association’s 
directors or members as provided in its 
bylaws, effective when so adopted: “If 
so provided by resolution of its board of 
directors, the association may be obli¬ 
gated to pay a bonus in the form of the 
thrift incentive set forth in the rules 
and regulations made by the Federal 
Home Loan Bank Board, or in the form 
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of the Investment Incentive set forth In 
the rules and regulations made by the 
Federal Home Loan Bank Board, or 
both.’* 

Resolved further that all Interested 
persons are hereby given the opportunity 
to submit written data, views, or argu* 
ments on the following subjects and 
issues: <1) Whether said proposed 
amendments should be adopted as pro¬ 


PROPOSED RULE MAKING 

posed: (2) whether said proposed 
amendments should be modified and 
adopted as modified: (3) whether said 
proposed amendments should be re¬ 
jected. All such written data, views, or 
arguments must be received through the 
mall or otherwise at the OfQce of the 
Secretary. Federal Home Loan Bank 
Board. Federal Home Loan Bank Board 
Building, 101 Indiana Avenue, North¬ 
west, Washington 25, D. C., not later than 


September 30, 1957, to be entitled to be 
considered, but any received later may 
be considered in the discretion of the 
Federal Home Loan Bank Board. 

By the Federal Home Loan Bank 
Board. 

[sEALl Grenville L. Millard, Jr., 
Assistant Secretary, 

IP. R. Doc. 67-7049; Filed, Aug. 27, 1967; 
8:49 a. m.] 


NOTICES 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Bureau of Land Management 

New Mexico 


NOTICE OP PROPOSED WITHDRAWAL AND 
RESERVATION OF LANDS 

August 20, 1957. 

The United States Department of State 
has filed an application. Serial No. New 
Mexico 029882, for the withdrawal of 
lands described below, from all forms 
of appropriation, including the general 
mining and mineral leasing laws. 

The applicant desires the land for 
use as a rock, sand, and gravel pit in con¬ 
nection with the Rio Grande Canaliza¬ 
tion Project. 

For a period of 30 days from the date 
of publication of this notice, persons 
having cause may present their objec¬ 
tions in writing to the undersigned offi¬ 
cial of the Bureau of Land Management, 
Department of the Interior, P, O. Box 
1251. Santa Fe. New Mexico. 

If circumstances warrant it, a public 
hearing will be held at a convenient time 
and place, which will be announced. 

The determination of the Secretary on 
the application will be published in the 
Federal Register. A separate notice will 
be sent to each interested party of 
record. 

The lands involved in the application 
are: 

New Mexico Principal Meridian 


T. 22 S.. R. 1 E.. 

Sec. 29.NW*4NWV4; 
See. 30. N'/2NEV4. 


The area described aggregates 120 
acres. 


E. R. Smith, 
State Supervisor. 


(P, R. Doc. 57-7029; PUed. Aug. 27, 1957; 
8:45 a. m.) 


Utah 

AIR navigation FACILITIES WITHDRAWAL 
August 20, 1957. 

By virtue of the authority vested in 
the Secretary. Department of the In¬ 
terior. by section 4 of the Act of May 
24. 1928 (49 U. S. C. Sec. 214) and pur¬ 
suant to Uie authority delegated to the 
Director. Bureau of Land Management. 
Order No. 2583 of August 16, 1950, as 


amended, and redelegated by Order No. 
541 of April 21. 1954 (19 F. R. 2473), as 
amended, it is ordered as follows: 

Subject to valid existing rights, the 
following described public lands In Car¬ 
bon County, Utah, are hereby withdrawn 
from all forms of appropriation under 
the public land laws, including the min¬ 
ing and mineral leasing laws, except 
grazing leases under the Act of June 28, 
1934 (48 Stat. 1269), as amended, and 
reserved for the use of the Civil Aero¬ 
nautics Administration, Department of 
Commerce, as an air navigation facilities 
site: 

Salt Lake Meridun 

T. 13 S., R. 14 E. 

Sec. 33: SEV4SE»4. 

Containing 40 acres. 

Val B. Rickman, 
State Supervisor. 

IP. R. Doc. 57-7031: Filed. Aug. 27, 1957; 
8:46 a. m.J 


Utah 

NOTICE FOR FILING OBJECTIONS TO AIR 
NAVIGATION FACILITIES WITHDRAWAL 

August 20, 1957. 

Notice is hereby given that for a period 
of 30 days from the date of publication 
of this notice, persons having cause to 
object to the terms of the above order 
withdrawing certain lands may file their 
objections in duplicate in the office of the 
State Supervisor, Bureau of Land Man¬ 
agement, Federal Building, P. O. Box 
777. Salt Lake City, Utah. If any ob¬ 
jections are filed and the nature of the 
opposition is such as to warrant, a pub¬ 
lic hearing will be held at a convenient 
time and place, which will be announced, 
where opponents to the order may state 
their views and where proponents can 
explain the purpose, Intent and extent 
of the withdrawal. Should any objec¬ 
tion be filed, whether or not a hearing is 
held, notice of the determination as to 
whether the order should be rescinded, 
modified or let stand will be given to all 
interested parties of record and the gen¬ 
eral public. 

Val B. Richman, 
State Supervisor. 

IP. R. Doc. 67-7032; Piled, Aug. 27, 1957; 

8:46 a. m.] 


Alaska 

notice of PROPOSED WITHDRAWAL AND 
RESERVATION OF LANDS 

The Fish and Wildlife Service has filed 
an application. Serial No. Anchorage 
033318, for the withdrawal of the lands 
described below, from all forms of appro¬ 
priation under the public land laws, in¬ 
cluding mining and mineral leasing laws. 
The applicant desires the land for Ware¬ 
house and Marine Ways site. 

For a period of 60 days from the date of 
publication of this notice, persons hav¬ 
ing cause may present their objections in 
writing to the undersigned official of the 
Bureau of Land Management, Depart¬ 
ment of the Interior, Box 480, Anchor¬ 
age, Alaska. 

If circumstances warrant it, a public 
hearing will be held at a convenient time 
and place, which will be announced. 

The determination of the Secretary on 
the application will be published in the 
Federal Register. A separate notice 
will be sent to each Interested party of 
record. 

The lands involved in the application 
are: 

Cordova Area 

Beginning at the northeasterly comer of 
Lot 4 of Block 4 of U. 8. Survey 1383 located 
along the southwesterly boundary of For¬ 
estry Way; thence: 

S. 83*22* E. 75.00 feet; 

S. 22*30* W. 76.64 feet; 

N. 83*30* W. 75.05 feet; 

N. 22«30* E. 75.82 feet to the Point of 
Beginning and designated on the official plat 
of survey as **Por€stry Service Marine Way 
Site Reserve**, containing 5.463 square feet. 

John E. Burt, Jr., 

Acting Operations Supervisor. 

Anchorage. 

IF. R. Doc. 57-7062; Piled. Aug. 27. 1957;, 
8:50 a. m.] 


Office of the Secretary 

I70316J 

Montana 

RESTORING LANDS TO TRIBAL OWNERSHIP Of 
BLACKFEET TRIBE OF INDIANS 

Whereas, pursuant to authority con¬ 
tained in the act of Congress approved 
March 1. 1907 (34 Stat. 1015. 1039 ), cer¬ 
tain townsites were established within 
the Blackfeet Indian Reservation, Mon¬ 
tana, and 
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Whereas, there are certain undisposed 
of lands within the Townsite of Browning 
which are desired by the Indians and for 
which there appears to be no public de¬ 
mand, and 

Whereas, the Tribal Council and the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs have 
recommended restoration of the lands 
involved to tribal ownership: 

Now. therefore, by virtue of the au¬ 
thority vested in the Secretary of the In¬ 
terior by sections 3 and 7 of the act of 
June 18, 1934 (48 Stat. 984 ; 25 U. S. C. 
463a). I hereby find that the restoration 
to tribal ownership of the lands listed 
below will be in the public interest and 
the said lands are hereby restored to 
tribal ownership for the use and benefit 
of the Blackfeet Indian Reservation, 
Montana, and are added to and made a 
part of the existing reservation, subject 
to any valid existing rights; 

Bhowning Townsttc 

A tract of land formerly surveyed and 
Identified as Lot 7. Block 7, Plat of the Town- 
site of Browning. Montana, approved Decem¬ 
ber 6,1909. 

The departmental order of September 
30,1912. which withdrew lands for recla¬ 
mation purposes, is hereby revoked so far 
as it affects the above-described lands. 

Rogeb Ernst. 

Assistant Secretary of the Interior, 

August 22,1957. 

IF. R. Doc. 57-7033; Filed, Aug. 27, 1957; 

8:46 a. m.] 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

f Docket Nos, 11786. 11787; PCC 57 M-797| 

West Shore Bro.^dcasting Co. and 
Westport Broadcasting Co. 

ORDER CANCELLING HEARING CONFERENCE 

In re applications of Samuel Babbit. 
Saul Dresner. Leonard Wechsler, Alfred 
Dresner, Fred S^hottland and Robeit 
Gessner. d,/b as West Shore Broadcast¬ 
ing Company. Beacon. New York. Docket 
No. 11786, Pile No. BP-9821; The West- 
port Broadcasting Company. Westport, 
Connecticut, Docket No. 11787, Pile No. 
BP-9972; for construction permits. 

On the oral request of all parties: It 
is ordered. This 2l8t day of August 1957, 
that the further conference now sched¬ 
uled for September 3. 1957, is canceled. 

Released: August 22, 1957. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Evelyn P. Eppley, 

Acting Secretary. 

[F. R. Doc. 57-7054; Piled. Aug. 27. 1957; 
8:50 a. m.j 


(Docket No. 11953; PCC 57M-7941 
Western Union Telegraph Co. 
order scheduling hearing 

• In the matter of the Western Union 
Telegraph Company. Docket No. 11953; 
No. 167-5 


complaint and petition for new and re¬ 
vised divisions of charges for the landhne 
handling of international message tele¬ 
graph traffic. 

It Is Ordered, This 21st day of August 
1957, on the Hearing Examiner’s ow’n 
motion, that the hearing in the above- 
styled proceeding which was adjourned 
on July 19, 1957, to a date to be set by 
subsequent order, is hereby scheduled to 
be held in the offices of the Commission, 
Washington. D. C., at 10:00 a. m.. Sep¬ 
tember 4, 1957. 

Released: August 22, 1957. 

Federal Communications 
Commission. 

[seal] Evelyn P. Eppley, 

Acting Secretary, 

[P. R. Doc. 67-7055; PU«d. Aug. 27. 1957; 
8:50 a. m.J 


[Docket Nos. 12049, 12050; PCC 57M-7921 

Jefferson Radio Co. and Bessemer 
Broadcasting Co., Inc. (WBCO) 

order scheduling prehearing confer¬ 
ence AND continuing HEARING 

In re applications of W. D. Prink, 
tr/as Jefferson Radio Company, Iron- 
dale. Alabama. Docket No. 12049, File 
No. BP-10672; The Bessemer Broadcast¬ 
ing Comimny. Incorporated (WBCO), 
Bessemer, Alabama. Docket No. 12050, 
File No. BP-10886; for construction 
permits. 

The Acting Chief Hearing Examiner, 
In the absence of the hearing examiner 
designated to preside in the above-en¬ 
titled proceeding, having under consid¬ 
eration the Motion for Continuance filed 
on August 14, 1957, by The Bessemer 
Broadcasting Company, Incorporated, 
requesting that a pre-hearing conference 
be scheduled for September 24. 1957, and 
that the hearing date be continued for 
an indefinite period to a date to be 
selected qt the pre-hearing conference; 

It appearing that good and sufficient 
reason exists why said Motion for Con¬ 
tinuance should be granted; 

It further appearing that counsel for 
all parties to the proceeding have agreed 
to this Motion for Continuance and to a 
waiver of § 1.745 of the Commission’s 
rules; 

It is ordered. This 19th day of August 
1957. that the Motion for Continuance 
be, and it is hereby, granted; that the 
pre-hearing conference K scheduled for 
September 24, 1957, in the Commission’s 
offices in Washington. D. C., at 10 o’clock 
a. m.; and the hearing herein is con¬ 
tinued for an indefinite period to a date 
to be selected at said pre-hearing con¬ 
ference. 

Released: August 20.1957. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Evelyn P. Eppley, 

Acting Secretary, 

(P. R. Doc. 57-7056: Filed, Aug. 27. 1957; 
8:51 a. m.j 


[Docket Nos. 12122, 12123; FCC 57M-799] 

Northern Allegheny Broadcasting Ca 
AND Robert H. Sauber 

ORDER SCHEDULING PREHEARING 
CONFERENCE 

In re applications of Northern Alle¬ 
gheny Broadcasting Company. Union 
City, Pennsylvania. Docket No. 12122, 
PUe No. BP-10802: Robert H. Sauber, 
Franklin, Pennsylvania. Docket No. 
12123, PUe No. BP-10998; for construc¬ 
tion permits. 

The Hearing Examiner having under 
consideration the above-entitled pro- 
cc^edlng: 

It is ordered. This 22d day of August 
1957, that all parties, or their attorneys, 
are directed to appear for a pre-hearing 
conference, pursuant to the provisions of 
§ 1.813 of the Commission’s rules, at the 
Commission’s offices in Washington, 
D. C.. at 10:00 a. ncL, September 11, 1957. 

Released: August 23,1957. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Evelyn P. Eppley, 

Acting Secretary. 

[P. R. Doc. 57-7067: Filed. Aug. 27. 1967; 
8:51 a. m.j 


(Docket Noa. 12126, 12127; PCC 57M-800) 

Gold Coast Broadcasting Co. and 
Public Service Broadcasting 

ORDER SCHEDULING PREHEARING 

CONFERENCE 

In re applications of Garland C. Burt 
and Sam C. Phillips, d/b as Gold Coast 
Broadcasting Company. Lake Worth, 
Florida, Docket No. 12126, File No. BP- 
11005; Robert Hecksher, tr/as Public 
Service Broadcasting, Riviera Beach, 
Florida, Docket No. 12127, Pile No. BP- 
11256; for construction permits. 

The Hearing Examiner having under 
consideration the above-entitled pro¬ 
ceeding: 

It is ordered. This 22d day of August 
1957, that all parties, or their attorneys, 
are directed to appear for a pre-hearing 
conference, pursuant to the provisions of 
§ 1.813 of the Commission’s rules at the 
Commission’s offices in Washington, 
D. C., at 2:30 p. m.. September 11, 1957. 

Released: August 23,1957. 

Federal CoMracuNiCATiONS 

COBfMISSION, 

[seal! Evelyn P. Eppley, 

Acting Secretary, 

[F. R. Doc. 57-r7058: Filed, Aug. 27, 1957; 

8:51 a. m.j 


FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION 

(Docket No. Q-11608 etc.] 

Carter Oil Co. et al. 
notice op applications and date of 

HEARING 

August 21,1957. 

In the matters of The Carter Oil Com¬ 
pany, Docket No. G-11608; Mobley and 
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NOTICES 


Stephens, Operator, et al.,* Docket No. 
G-11757; Amerada Petroleum Corpora¬ 
tion, Docket No. G-11759; Sunray Mid- 
Continent Oil Company, Docket No. G- 
.11760; Chas. A. Daubert. Operator, et 
al..* Docket No. G-11761; Prank E. Kirk¬ 
patrick. Jr., Docket No. G-11763; Gulf 
Oil CoriX)ration.* Docket No. G-11764: 
Getty Oil Company, Operator,* Docket 
No. G-11767; John W. Coyle, Jr., Oper¬ 
ator, et al.,* Docket No. 0-11769; The 
Atlantic Refining Company.* Docket No. 
G-11786; Bass and Vessels et al.,^ Docket 
No. G-11788; Mayfield Corporation, 
Docket No. G-11805; Cities Service Oil 
Company, Docket Nos. G-11838, G- 
12163; N. V. Kinsey. Docket No. G-11839; 
Gulf Oil Corporation, Docket No. G- 
12049; Sun Oil Company, Operator, et 
al.,* Docket No. 0-12148; Riley Gas Com¬ 
pany. by Cecil B. Dean. Agent,* Docket 
No. G-12152; Naoma Oil and Gas Com¬ 
pany, Docket No. G-12161; The Atlantic 
Refining Company, Docket Nos. G-12164, 
G-12170. G-12318; Wood River Oil & Re¬ 
fining Company, Inc., Operator, et al..** 
Docket No. G-12165; Akron Gasoline 
Company, Operator.** Docket No. G- 
12172; Champlin Oil L Refining Com¬ 
pany, Docket No. G-12173; The Texas 
Company, Docket Nos. G-12179. G-12244, 
G-12317; Harkins & Company, Operator, 
et al.,“ Docket No. G-12184; Keating 
Drilling Company. Operator, et al..“ 
Docket No. G-12255; S. H. Pagadau, 
Docket No. G-12256; Skelly Oil Company, 
Operator.** Docket No. G-12257; Gra- 
ham-Michaelis Drilling Company.'* 
Docket No. G-12258; Kerr-McGee OU 
Industries. Inc., Docket No. G-12260; 
The British-American Oil Producing 
Company, Docket No. G-12262; Conti¬ 
nental Oil Company. Docket No. G- 
12265; Pan American Petroleum Corpo¬ 
ration, Operator,** Docket No. G-12273; 
J. M. Huber Corporation,** Docket No. 
G-12278; J. M. Huber Corporation,** 
Docket No. G-12279; Moran Bros., Inc., 
Docket No. 0-12289; Hayes Brothers 
Drilling Company,** Docket No. G-12291; 
Ashland Oil & Refining Company, Docket 
No. G-12309; Woodley Petroleum Com¬ 
pany. Docket No. G-12320. 

Elach of the above applicants has filed 
an application for a certificate of public 
convenience and necessity pursuant to 
section 7 of the Natural Gas Act, au¬ 
thorizing applicants to render services 
as hereinafter described, subject to the 
jurisdiction of the Commission, all as 
more fully represented in their respec¬ 
tive applications, which are on file with 
the Commission and open for public in¬ 
spection. 

Applicants produce and propose to 
sell natural gas for transportation in 
interstate commerce for resale as indi¬ 
cated below. 

Docket No. G-; Location of Field; and Buyer 

11608; Enns Area. Texas County. Okla¬ 
homa; Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Com¬ 
pany. 

11757; Metcalf Field, Caddo Parish, Louisi¬ 
ana; Arkansas Louisiana Gas Company. 

11759; Hugoton Field, Kearney County, 
Kansas; Cities Service Gas Company. 

11760; Burnell Field, Karnes County 
Texas; United Gas Pipe Line Company. 


See footnotes at end of document. 


11761; Alfred Field, Jim Wells County. 
Texas: Alfred Production Company. 

11763; East Blackwell Field. Kay County, 
Oklahoma; Cities Service Gas Company. 

11764; Southeast Camrlck Field, Texas 
County, Oklahoma; Natural Gas Pipeline 
Company of America. 

11767; Blineberry-Tubb Field. Lea County, 
New Mexico; Permian Basin Pipeline Com¬ 
pany. 

11769; South Hunter Area, Garfield 
County, Oklahoma: Consolidated Gas Utili¬ 
ties Corporation. 

11786; Sharon Field. Barber County, Kan- 
sasr Cities Service Gas Company. 

11788; N. E. Starr County Field, Starr 
County, Texas; Tennessee Gas Transmission 
Company. 

11805; Joaquin Field. Shelby County, 
Texas: Southern Natural Gas Company. 

11838; Belpre Field, Edwards County, Kan¬ 
sas; Northern Natural Gas Company. 

11839; Greenwood-Waskom Field, Caddo 
Parish. Louisiana; United Gas Pipe Line 
Company. 

12049; North Hansford Field, Hansford 
County, Texas; Northern Natural Gas Com¬ 
pany. 

12148; Yoyard Field, Bee County, Texas; 
Texas Eastern Transmission Corporation. 

12152; Triadelphla District. Logan County, 
West Virginia; Hope Natural Gas Company. 

12161; Appalachian Field, Clearfield 
County. Pennsylvania; United Natural Gas 
Company. 

12163; Permian Basin Field. Lea County, 
New Mexico; Permian Basin Pipeline Com¬ 
pany. 

12164; Langlle-Mattix Field, Lea County, 
New Mexico; El Paso Natural Gas Company. 

12165; Bianco-Mesa Verde Field. San Juan 
County. New Mexico; El Paso Natural Gas 
Company. 

12170; Northeast Norman Field, Cleveland 
County, Oklahoma: Cities Service Gas Com¬ 
pany. 

12172; Battle Canyon Field. Weld County. 
Colorado: Kansas-Nebraska Natural Gas 
Company. Inc. 

12173; Hugoton Field, Haskell County, 
Kansas; Northern Natural Gas Company. 

12179; South Cabeza Creek Field, Goliad 
County. Texas; Texas Eastern Transmission 
Corporation. 

12184; Piedre Lumbre (Wilcox) Field. Du¬ 
val County, Texas; Tennessee Gas Trans¬ 
mission Company. 

12244; N. E. Waynoka Field, Woods County. 
Oklahoma; Cities Service Gas Company. 

12255. 12260; Mocane Field. Beaver County, 
Oklahoma; Colorado Interstate Gas Com¬ 
pany. 

12256; Panhandle Field. Hutchinson 
County, Texas; Shamrock Oil and Gas Com¬ 
pany. 

12257; Hugoton Field, Finney County, 
Kansas; Colorado Interstate Gas Company. 

12258; Acreage in Ford County, Kansas: 
Northern Natural Gas Company. 

12262; Mt. Hope Field, Logan County, Colo¬ 
rado; Kansas-Nebraska Natural Gas Com¬ 
pany. Inc. 

12265; Keystone McKee Field, Winkler 
County, Texas; El Paso Natural Gas Com- 
pany. 

12273; Blanco and Aztec Fields. San Juan 
County, New Mexico; El Paso Natural Gas 
Company. 

12278; Richfield Field, Morton County, 
Kansas; Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Com¬ 
pany. 

12279; Hugoton Field, Morton County, 
Kansas; Cities Service Gas Company. 

12289; Hugoton Field, Sherman County, 
Texas; Phillips Petroleum Company. 

12291; Acreage in Floyd County. Ken¬ 
tucky; Kentucky West Virginia Gas Com¬ 
pany. 

12309; Acreage In Clark County, Kansas; 
Northern Natiiral Gas Company. 


12317; Blackwell East Field, Kay County, 
Oklahoma; Frank E. Kirkpatrick, Jr. 

12318; S. E. Eureka Area, Grant County, 
Oklahoma; Cities Service Gas Company. 

12320; Bakke Field, Andrews County, 
Texas; El Paso Natural Gas Company. 

Said applications are on file with the 
Commission and open for public inspec¬ 
tion. 

These matters should be heard on a 
consolidated record and disposed of as 
promptly as possible under the appli¬ 
cable rules and regulations and to that 
end: 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject 
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Federal Power Commission by sections 
7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act. and 
the Commission’s rules of practice and 
procedure, a hearing will be held on 
September 23.1957, at 9:30 a. m. (e. d. s. 
t.). in a hearing room of the Federal 
Power Commission, 441 G Street NW.. 
Washington. D. C., concerning the mat¬ 
ters involved in and the issues presented 
by such applications: Provided, however. 
That the Commission may, after a non- 
contested hearing, dispose of the pro¬ 
ceedings pursuant to the provisions of 
§ 1.30 (c) (1) or (2) of the Commission’s 
rules of practice and procedure. Under 
the procedure herein provided for. unless 
otherwise advised it will be unnecessary 
for applicants to appear or be repre¬ 
sented at the hearing. 

Protests or petitions to intervene may 
be filed with the Federal Power Com¬ 
mission. Washington 25. D. C.. in accord¬ 
ance with the rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) on or before 
September 16,1957. Failure of any party 
to appear at and participate in the hear¬ 
ing shall be construed as waiver of and 
concurrence in omission herein of the 
intermediate decision procedure in cases 
where a request therefor is made. 

[SEALl Michael J. Farrell, 

Acting Secretary. 

’Mobley and Stephens. Operator, a part¬ 
nership composed of O. B. Mobley, Jr., Joseph 
J. Stephens. Robert Winthrop. Henry O. 
Davis and C. 8. McCain. Jr., is filing for its 
interest and on behalf of the following non¬ 
operators: Gilbert S. Johnson. Jr., and Lewis 
Gottlieb. The individual parties comprising 
the partnership of Mobley and Stephens are 
all signatory seller parties to the gas sales 
contract dated November 5. 1956. 

* Chas. A. Daubert. Operator, is filing for 
himself and lists as a portion of the rate 
schedule fiUngs the names and percentages 
of Interest of the following nonoperators: 
Mrs. Louise Hays (Executrix of the R. S. Hays 
Estate). Leonard R. Sa 3 n’e 8 , Harry O’Shea. 
J. K. Stark. Roy Smith, David N. Sosland 
(Trustee), Don Danvers, Claude Hamill and 
Elmer H. Dolch. All of the above-mentioned 
parties except Elmer H. Dolch are signatory 
seller parties to the gas sales contract dated 
December 21. 1956. The contractual rela¬ 
tionship of Elmer H. Dolch is not stated. 

*Oulf Oil Corporation is filing for its in¬ 
terest in a 640-acre gas unit located in S%« 
T2N. R19ECM, Texas Co.. Oklahoma, and is 
a signatory seller party to a ratification agree¬ 
ment dated November 16, 1956, of a basic 
contract between The Texas Company and 
Natural Gas Pipeline Company of America 
dated February 21, 1955. as amended. Pur¬ 
chaser has also signed the above-mentioned 
ratification agreement. 

* Tidewater OU Company is filing as agent 
for the Getty Oil Company, Operator. The 
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application lists the following owners of 
working interests: Getty Oil Company, Op¬ 
erator, and The Ohio Oil Company. Getty 
Is the only signatory seller party to the gas 
sales contract dated December 31, 1956. 

•John W. Coyle, Jr., Operator, is filing 
for himself and on behalf of the following 
nonoperators: B. S. Bowers and Eugene and 
Julia Jordan. All ju-e signatory seller parties 
to the gas sales contract dated January 9. 
1957. 

•Application covers proposed sale under 
an amendatory agreement dated December 
27. 1956. which adds additional acreage to 
basic contract dated July 6, 1955. Applicant 
authorized in Docket No. G-0393 covering bas¬ 
ic contract. 

^Bass & Vessels, a partnership consisting 
of Howard L. Bass. T. E. Vessels. Tom Ves¬ 
sels. Jr., is filing for Itself and as agent for 
the following parties: G. W. Pirtle, John 
Wrather, T. W. George, P. O. Penn. Joseph T. 
P. Sullivan. Henry C. Beck, Thomas A. 
Wright. Charles Rldgway, J. A. Reeder, J. S. 
Hudnall. Katherine Ryan. Leland Rhine, 
George H. Coates. McLendon Investment 
Corp., Forrest & Cotton by T. C. Forrest and 
James A. Cotton; David G. Baird. Robert B. 
Baird and Marlon Baird Neviile. AU of the 
above-mentioned parties are signatory seller 
parties to the gas sales contract dated July 

12.1956. 

•Sun Oil Company. Operator, Is filing for 
its 87.844 percent Interest In the R. E. Wolter 
lease and as operator lists the 12.156 percent 
nonoperating working interest of Slick Oil 
Corporation. Both are signatory seller par¬ 
ties to the gas sales contract dated December 

18.1956. 

•Cecil B. Dean Is filing for himself and as 
Attomey-ln Fact for 33 additional parties, 
d. b. a. Riley Gas Company, a partnership, 
and is the sole signatory seller party to the 
gas sales contract dated February 4. 1957. 

“ Wood River Oil & Refining Co., Inc., Op¬ 
erator, is filing for itself and for nonoperator, 
Claude R. Lambe. Both are signatory seller 
parties to the amendatory agreement dated 
March 1, 1957, which adds additional acre- 
s^e to a basic sales contract dated July 6, 
1953. as amended. In addition. Operator lists 
the purchaser. El Paso, as the owner of a 25 
percent nonoperating working interest in the 
Wright #2 Unit. Production is limited to 
horizons dowm to the base of the Pictured 
Cllff.s Formation. 

« Akron Gasoline Company, operator and 
owner of a nattiral gas processing plant, is 
filing for itself and on “behalf of the follow¬ 
ing producers from whom it purchases ca¬ 
singhead gas: Pan American Petroleum 
Corporation, Shell Oil Company and Lowell 
J. Williamson. The above-named producers 
are paid a percentage of the revenues derived 
from the sale of residue gas. 

“Harkins & Company, Operator, Is filing 
for itself and on behalf of 8 nonoperators 
listed, together with the percentage of work¬ 
ing interest of each, in the application. All 
are signatory seller parties to the gas sales 
contract dated January 19, 1957. 

“Keating Drilling Company, Operator, Is 
filing for Itself and as operator lists in the 
application 8 nonoperators, together with 
the percentage of Interest of each. All co¬ 
owners are signatory seller parties to the gas 
sales contract dated January 30. 1957. 

“ Skelly Oil Company, Operator, is filing 
for its 60 percent interest in the D. R. Light- 
ner Unit and lists Graham-Michaelis Drilling 
Company, Nonoperator, as owner of 25 per¬ 
cent working Interest, which company has 
negotiated a separate gas sales contract for 
the disposition of its share of the gas. Skelly 
Oil Company is the owner of the remaining 
2S percent working interest in this tmit, 
which, however, is dedicated by prior con¬ 
tract to Kansas-Nebraska Natural Gas Com¬ 
pany, Inc. The subject application covers 
the proposed sale of Skelly’s 60 percent in¬ 
terest in production from the above-men¬ 


tioned unit to Colorado Interstate under an 
amendatory agreement dated February 19, 
1957, which adds additional acreage to a 
basic contract dated October 23, 1951, as 
amended. 

“Graham-Michaelis Drilling Company Is 
a partnership composed of William L. Gra¬ 
ham, Marjorie Lois Grahstm and W. A. Mi- 
ohaelis, Jr. Each member of the partnership 
is a signatory seller party to the gas sales* 
contract dated March 1. 1957. 

“Pan American Petroleum Corporation 
(formerly Stanollnd Oil and Gas Company). 
Operator, is filing for itself and on behalf of 
all nonoperators who do not negotiate sepa¬ 
rate gas sales contracts for the disposition 
of their proportionate shares of the produc¬ 
tion. Pan American Petroleum Corporation 
is the only sigpiatory seller party to the gas 
sales contract dated March 13. 1957. 

“ J. M. Huber Corporation, Nonoperator, Is 
filing for its 18.75 percent interest in the 
Lemon **E” Gas Unit and is the only signa¬ 
tory seller party to the gas sales contract 
dated February 15. 1957. 

“ J. Bi. Huber Corporation. Nonoperator, is 
filing for its 18.73 percent Interest in the 
Lemon “E" Gas Unit, production from which 
is proposed to be sold under an amendatory 
agreement dated March 15. 1957. which adds 
additional acreage to a basic contract dated 
November 10, 1953, as amended. 

“Hayes Brothers Drilling Company is a 
partnership composed of Hcbart Hayes and 
Clarence Hayes who are both signatory seller 
parties to the gas sales contract dated March 
25. 1957. 

(F. R. Doc. 67-7004; Piled. Aug. 27. 1957; 

8:45 a. m.J 


(Docket No. E-67711 
Gulf States Utilities Co. 

NOTICE OF APPLICATION 

August 22. 1957. 

Take notice that on August 19, 1957, 
an application was filed with the Federal 
Power Commission pursuant to Section 
204 of the Federal Power Act by GulX 
States Utilities Company ("Applicant”), 
a corporation organized under the laws 
of the State of Texas and doing business 
in the States of Texas and Louisiana, 
with its principal business office at Beau¬ 
mont, Texas, seeking an order authoriz¬ 
ing the issuance of $17,000,000 of First 
Mortgage Bonds, Series due October 1. 
1987. Applicant proposes to issue the 
aforesaid $17,000,000 of First Mortgage 
Bonds under and pursuant to the provi¬ 
sions of a Trust Indenture, dated Sep¬ 
tember 1.1926 from the Applicant to The 
Hanover Bank, Trustee as supplemented, 
including the Supplemental Trust In¬ 
denture to be dated as of October 1,1957. 
Applicant proposes to sell the $17,000,000 
of First Mortgage Bonds at competitive 
bidding. The proceeds from the sale of 
the First Mortgage Bonds will be used 
initially to reimburse the treasury of 
Applicant in part for construction ex¬ 
penditures heretofore made and to en¬ 
able Applicant to pay off approximately 
$16,000,000 of short-term notes expected 
to be outstanding as of the date of issu¬ 
ance of the aforesaid First Mortgage 
Bonds. 

Any person desh*ing to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before the 10th 
day of September 1957, file with the Fed¬ 
eral Power Commission, Washington 25. 


D. C.. petitions or protests in accordance 
with the reQuirements of the Commis¬ 
sion's rules of practice and procedure (18 
CFR 1.8 or 1.10). The application is on 
file and available for public inspection. 

[seal] Michael J. Farrell, 

Acting Secretary. 

|F. R. Doc. 67-7036; Piled. Aug. 27, 1967; 
8:47 a. m.] 


(Docket No. 0^13099) 

T. J. Ahern et al. 

ORDER FOR HEARING AND SUSPENDING 
PROPOSED CHANGE IN RATES 

AuGUst 22,1957. 

T. J. Ahem et al. (Ahern) on July 25, 
1957, tendered for filing a proposed 
change in the presently effective rate 
schedule ‘ for sales of natural gas subject 
to the jurisdiction of the Commission. 
The proposed change, which constitutes 
an increased rate and charge,* is con¬ 
tained in the following designated filing: 

Description: Notice of Cliange, undated. 

Purchaser: Texas Illinois Natural Gas Pipe 
Line Company. 

Rate schedule designation: Supplement No, 
5 to Ahern’s FPC Gas Rate Schedule No. 2. 

EfCectlve date: • September 1. 1957. 

The only support of the proposed rate 
increase submitted by Ahern consists of 
references to the pertinent price provi¬ 
sions of the rate schedule. 

A prior proposed (three step) periodic 
increase to 15.74976 cents per Mcf was 
.suspended by the Commission in Docket 
No. G-11140 until February 27. 1957. 
Ahern has not filed a motion to place the 
suspended rate in effect, and has given no 
reason for his failure to do so. 

The increased rate and charge so pro¬ 
posed has not been shown to be justified, 
and may be unjust, unreasonable, unduly 
discriminatory, or preferential, or other¬ 
wise unlawful. 

The Commission finds: It is necessary 
and proper in the public interest and to 
aid in the enforcement of the provisions 
of the Natural Gas Act that the Com¬ 
mission enter upon a hearing concerning 
the lawfulness of the said proposed 
change, and that the above-designated 
supplement be suspended and the use 
thereof deferred as hereinafter ordered. 

The Commission orders: 

(A) Pursuant to the authority of the 
Natural Gas Act, particularly Sections 4 
and 15 thereof, the Commission's rules 
of practice and pi*ocedure, and the regu¬ 
lations under the Natural Gas Act (18 
CFR Ch. I), a public hearing be held 
upon a date to be fixed by notice from 
the Secretary concerning the lawfulness 
of the proposed increased rate and 
charge. 

(B) Pending such hearing and decision 
thereon, said supplement be and it is 
hereby suspended and the use thereof de- 


• Rate Is 15 cents per Mcf. plus applicable 
taxes to September 1. 1954, with yearly 
periodic Increases of 0.2 cent per Mcf (plus 
applicable taxes). 

»The proposed increase covers the first four 
steps from 15.0 cents to 15.8 cents, plus 
applicable taxes. 

■The stated effective date is the effective 
date proposed by Ahern. 
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ferred until February 1, 1958, and until 
such further time as it is made effective 
in the manner prescribed by the Natural 
Gas Act. 

(C) Neither the supplement hereby 
suspended, nor the rate schedule sought 
to be altered thereby, shall be changed 
until this proceeding has been disposed 
of or until the period of suspension has 
expired, unless otherwise ordered by the 
Commission. 

(D) Interested State commissions may 
participate as provided by §§ 1.8 and 1.37 
(f) of the Commission’s rules of practice 
and procedure (18 CFR 1.8 and 1.37 (f)). 

By the Commission.* 

[seal] Joseph H. Outride, 

Secretary, 

[P. R. Doc. 67-7034: Piled, Aug. 27. 1957; 

8:46 a. m.l 


[Docket No. 0-13100] 

Warren Petroleum Corp. et al. 

ORDER permitting RATE FILING, PROVIDING 

FOR HEARING AND SUSPENDING PROPOSED 

CHANGE IN RATES 

August 22, 1957. 

Warren Petroleum Corporation (Oper¬ 
ator), et al., (Warren) on July 24. 1957, 
tendered for filing a proposed change in 
its presently effective rate schedule for 
sales of natural gas subject to the juris¬ 
diction of the Commission. The pro¬ 
posed change, which constitutes an in¬ 
creased rate and charge, is contained in 
the following designated filing: 

Description: Notice of Change, dated July 
22. 1957. 

Purchaser: El Paso Natural Gas CJompany. 

Rate schedule designation: Supplement 
No. 6 to Warren’s PPC Gas Rate Schedule 
No. 31. 

Effective date: * August 24. 1957. 

In support of the proposed favored- 
nations rate increase." Warren states 
that the contract resulted from arm’s- 
length bargaining and the price agreed 
upon at that time gave consideration to 
gas quality and delivery pressure, it 
being agreed that the portion of liquid 
values retained by El Paso Natural Gas 
Company (El Paso) offset the costs of 
upgrading the residue gas to pipeline 
requirements. Warren also states that 
because the contract was for a long term 
(20 years) that the favored-nations 
clause was inserted as a protection 
against inflation. In substantiation that 
inflation has occurred since the time of 
contract negotiation in 1953, Warren 
cites figures indicating that the proposed 
rate (exclusive of tax reimbursement) is 


> Commissioner Dlgby dissenting. 

»The stated effective date is the first day 
after expiration of the required thirty days’ 
notice. 

■The increase has been actuated by the 
spiral escalation rate increase of 15.05 per¬ 
cent of Phillips Petroleum Company for sales 
in the Permian Basin to El Paso. That 
Increase was suspended in Docket No. G- 
11217. and made effective subject to refund 
on March 11, 1957. 


about 9.54 cents per Mcf in terms of 
1953 purchasing power. 

Warren is the operator of the proper¬ 
ties from which the gas is sold and is 
the only signatory seller. The only other 
co-owner is Pan American Petroleum 
Corporation (Pan American) which 
owns a 25 percent interest in the pro¬ 
duction from two of the four leases 
covered by the rate schedule. Pan 
American does not have a separate con¬ 
tract for the sale of its gas, but has spe¬ 
cifically requested Warren to refrain 
from ^ng for Pan American. Conse¬ 
quently. Warren is only filing for its in¬ 
terest and requests that the requirements 
of 5 154.91 (b) of the Commission’s regu¬ 
lations under the Natural Gas Act relat¬ 
ing to the filing by an operator for all 
party sellers be waived with respect to its 
proposed change in rate. 

The increased rate and charge so pro¬ 
posed has not been shown to be justi¬ 
fied. and may be unjust, unreasonable, 
unduly discriminatory, or preferential, 
or otherwise unlawful. 

The Commission finds: 

(1) Good cause exists that the re¬ 
quirements of § 154.91 (b) of the Com¬ 
mission’s regulations imder the Natural 
Gas Act relating to the filing by an 
operator for all party sellers be waived 
with respect to Supplement No. 6 to 
Warren’s FPC Gas Rate Schedule No. 31, 
and that Warren be permitted to make 
the rate filing. 

(2) It is necessary and proper in the 
public interest and to aid in the enforce¬ 
ment of the provisions of the Natural 
Gas Act that the Commission enter ui>on 
a hearing concerning the lawfulness of 
the said proposed change, and that the 
above-designated supplement be sus¬ 
pended and the use thereof deferred as 
hereinafter ordered. 

The Commission orders: 

(A) The requirements of § 154.91 (b) 
of the Commission’s regulations under 
the Natuml Gas Act is hereby waived 
with respect to Supplement No. 6 to 
Warren’s PPC Gas Rate Schedule No. 31 
be and it is hereby permitted to be filed. 

<B) Pursuant to the authority of the 
Natural Gas Act. particularly sections 4 
and 15 thereof, the Commission’s rules of 
practice and procedure, and the regula¬ 
tions under the Natural Gas Act (18 CFR 
Ch. I), a public hearing be held upon a 
date to be fixed by notice from the Sec¬ 
retary concerning the lawfulness of the 
proposed increased rate and charge. 

(C) Pending such hearing and deci¬ 
sion thereon, said supplement be and it 
is hereby suspended and the use thereof 
deferred until January 24. 1958, and 
until such further time as it is made 
effective in the manner prescribed by the 
Natural Gas Act. 

(D) Neither the supplement hereby 
suspended, nor the rate schedule sought 
to be altered thereby, shall be changed 
until this proceeding has been disposed 
of or until the period of suspension has 
expired, unless otherwise ordered by the 
Commission. 

(E) Interested State commissions may 
participate as provided by §§ 1.8 and 1.37 
(f) of the Commission’s rules of 


practice and procedure (18 CFR 1.8 and 
1.37 (f)). 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Joseph H. Gutride, 

Secretary. 

[P. R. Doc. 57-7035: Filed, Aug. 27, 1957; 
8:46 a. n.] 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[Notice 179] 

Motor Carrier Applications 

August 23,1957. 

The following applications are gov¬ 
erned by the Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission’s special rules governing notice 
of filing of applications by motor carriers 
of property or passengers and by brokers 
under sections 206, 209, and 211 of the 
Interstate Commerce Act and certain 
other procedural matters with respect 
thereto. (49 CFR 1.241) 

All hearings will be called at 9:30 
o’clock a. m., United States Standard 
Time (or 9:30 o’clock a. m., local Day¬ 
light Saving Time, if that time is ob¬ 
served), unless otherwise specified. 

Applications Assigned for Oral Hearing 

OR Pre-Hearing Conference 

MOTOR CARRIERS OF PROPERTY 

No. MC 239 (Sub No. 20). filed July 22, 
1957, ECKLAR-MOORE EXPRESS, 
INC., U. S. Highway 62, Cynthiana, Ky. 
Applicant’s attorney: Harry McChesney. 
Jr., Seventh Floor, McClure Building. 
Frankfort, Ky. For authority to operate 
as a common carrier, over regular routes, 
transporting: General commodities, ex¬ 
cept those of unusual value. Class A and 
B explosives, household goods as defined 
by the Commission, commodities in 
bulk and commodities requiring special 
equipment, between Florence, Ky., and 
Louisville, Ky., from Florence over U. S. 
Highway 42 to Louisville, and return 
over the same route, serving no interme¬ 
diate points, as an alternate route for 
op>erating convenience only, in connec¬ 
tion with applicant’s authorized regular 
route operations between Cincinnati, 
Ohio, and Louisville. Ky.. and between 
Cincinnati. Ohio, and Frankfort. Ky. 
Applicant is authorized to transport 
similar commodities in Kentucky and 
Ohio. 

HEARING: September 27. 1957, at the 
Department of Motor Transportation, 
State Office Building. Frankfort. Ky., 
before Joint Board No. 105. 

No. MC 531 (Sub No. 81), filed July 29. 
1957, YOUNGER BROTHERS. INC., 
4904 Griggs Road, Houston. Tex. Appli¬ 
cant's attorney: Ewell H. Muse. Jr.. Suite 
415 Perry Brooks Building, Austin, Tex. 
For authority to operate as a common 
carrier, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Petroleum and petroleum products, 
in bulk, in tank vehicles, and acids and 
chemicals, not limited to Appendix XV 
of Ex Parte MC-45 or the definition in 
the Maxwell case, in bulk, in tank, mul¬ 
tiple cylinder, hopper, vacuum and other 
type vehicles, between points in Texas 
and Louisiana within 100 miles of 
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Shreveport, La., on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in Arizona. Cali¬ 
fornia, Colorado, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, 
Missouri, Illinois, Kentucky. Minnesota, 
Nebraska, Nevada. North Carolina, 
South Carolina, Virginia, South Dakota, 
Tennessee, West Virginia, Utah. Wiscon¬ 
sin, Alabama. Georgia, Florida, New 
York, Ohio, Pennsylvania. Maryland, 
Delaware. New Jersey, and Michigan. 

Note; Applicant seeks no duplicating 
authority. 

HEARING: October 14, 1957, at the 
Jung Hotel. New Orleans, La., before 
Examiner Michael Driscoll. 

No. MC 531 (Sub No. 83). filed July 
29. 1957, YOUNGER BROTHERS. INC., 
4304 Griggs Road, Houston. Tex. Ap¬ 
plicant’s attorney: Ewell H. Muse. Jr., 
415 Perry Brooks Building. Austin. Tex. 
For authority to operate as a common 
carrier^ over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Liquid wax, in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
from points in Louisiana on and south 
of U. S. Highway 190 to points in Ala¬ 
bama, Tennessee, Georgia, Florida, Ar¬ 
kansas, Mississippi. South Carolina, 
North Carolina. Kentucky, Missouri. Ok¬ 
lahoma, New Mexico, Kansas, Colorado, 
and Texas. 

Note; Applicant seeks no duplicating au¬ 
thority. 

HEARING: October 14. 1957, at the 
Jung Hotel. New Orleans, La., before Ex¬ 
aminer Michael Driscoll. 

No. MC 531 (Sub No. 85), filed July 29. 
1957, YOUNGER BROTHERS. INC., 4904 
Griggs Road, Houston. Tex. Applicant's 
attorney: Ewell H. Muse. Jr., 415 Peny 
Brooks Building. Austin, Tex. For au¬ 
thority to operate as a common carrier, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Lu¬ 
bricating, transformer and petroleum 
oils, in bulk, in tank vehicles, (1) from 
points in Louisiana to points in Alabama, 
Arkansas, Georgia. Missouri, Mississippi, 
Tennessee. North Carolina. Florida, 
South Carolina, Kentucky. New Mexico 
and Oklahoma; and (2) from points in 
Texas on and east of U. S. Highway 75 
to points in Alabama, Mississippi, Ar¬ 
kansas, Georgia. Missouri, Tennessee, 
Florida, South Carolina, North Carolina. 
Kentucky, New Mexico, and Oklahoma. 

Note: Applicant seeks no duplicating au¬ 
thority. 

HEARING: October 14, 1957, at the 
Jung Hotel. New Orleans, La., before 
Examiner Michael DriscolL 

No. MC 1649 (Sub No. 62). filed 
July 31. 1957, RAILWAY EXPRESS MO¬ 
TOR 'TRANSPORT, INCORPORATED, 
1003 North Meridian Street, Indianap¬ 
olis, Ind. Applicant's attorney: O. R. 
Livinghouse, Legal Committee, Indiana 
Railroads, 617 Bankers 'Trust Building, 
Indianapolis 4, Ind. For authority to 
operate as a common carrier, over a reg¬ 
ular route, transporting: General com¬ 
modities, including commodities of un- 
ttsual value. Class A and B es^plosives, 
commodities in bulk, and those requiring 
special equipment, but excluding house¬ 
hold goods as defined by the Commission, 
moving in express service, between Craw- 
fordsville, Ind., and Indianapolis, Ind., 
gs follows: Prom Crawfordsville over In¬ 
diana Highway 43 to Greencastle, Ind., 


thence over Stilesville Hoad to junction 
U. S. Highway 40. a distance of approxi¬ 
mately eleven (11) miles, thence over 
U. S. Highway 40 to Indianapolis, and 
return over the same route, serving all 
intermediate points, including Green¬ 
castle. Ind. Applicant is authorized to 
transport Gener^ commodities, over reg¬ 
ular and irregular routes, in Indiana. 
RES'TRICniON: The service authorized 
herein is subject to the following condi¬ 
tions: (a) The service to be performed 
by said carrier shall be limited to service 
which is auxiliary to. or supplemental of, 
express service; (b) Shipments trans¬ 
ported by said carrier shall be limited 
to those moving on a through hill of lad¬ 
ing on express receipt, covering in addi¬ 
tion to a motor-carrier movement by 
said carrier an immediately prior or im¬ 
mediately subsequent movement by rail, 
motor, or air; and (c) Such further spe¬ 
cific conditions as the Commission may, 
in the future, fmd it necessary to im¬ 
pose in order to restrict said carrier's 
operations by motor vehicle to service 
which is auxiliary to, or supplemental of, 
express service. 

Note: The portion of the above route, be¬ 
tween junction U. 8. Highway 36 and Indi¬ 
ana Highway 43 and Greencastle, Ind.. over 
Indiana Highway 43, Is now held by appli¬ 
cant under Certificate No. MC 1649 (Sub 
No. 37). dated October 8. 1Q47, and appli¬ 
cant states that the proposed operation will 
be in connection with said Certificate. Ap¬ 
plicant states that no duplicate authority 
is requested. 

HEARING: October 2. 1957. at the 
U. S. Coui't Rooms, at Indianapolis. Ind., 
before Joint Board No. 72. 

No. MC 2229 (Sub No. 84). filed April 
15,1957, RED BALL MOTOR FREIGHT, 
INC., I2l0 South Lamar Street, P. O, 
Box 3148. Dallas. Tex. Applicant’s at¬ 
torney; Reagan Sayers, Century Life 
Building. Port Worth 2. Tex. For au¬ 
thority to operate as a common carrier, 
over a regular route, transporting: Gen¬ 
eral commodities, including Class A and 
B explosives, but excluding articles of 
imusual value, household goods as de¬ 
fined by the Commission, commodities in 
bulk, and those requiring special equip¬ 
ment. between Texarkana. Ai-k.-Tex., 
and Ida. La., over U. S. Highway 71. a 
distance of approximately 34 miles, serv¬ 
ing no intermediate points, and serving 
no new points not now being served by 
applicant, as an alternate route for op¬ 
erating convenience only in connection 
with applicant's autliorlzed regular 
route operations. Applicant is author¬ 
ized to conduct operations in Arkansas, 
Louisiana, New Mexico, and Texas. 

HEARING: October 7, 1957, at the 
Jung Hotel. New Orleans. La., before 
Joint Board No. 153. or, if the Joint 
Board waives its right to participate, be¬ 
fore Examiner Michael DriscolL 

No. MC 2941 (Sub No. 12), filed July 1. 
1957. C. & E. TRUCKING CORPORA¬ 
TION. 1311 South Olive Street, South 
Bend 19, Ind. Applicant's attorney: 
Eugene L. Cohn, One North La Salle 
Street, Chicago 2, HI. For authority to 
operate as a contract carrier, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Packing¬ 
house products, fresh meat and groceries, 
in refrigerated equipment, between 


Ipoints in Indiana. Illinois (except Chi¬ 
cago) and those in the lower peninsula 
of Michigan on and north of a line be¬ 
ginning at Benton Harbor and extending 
along U. S. Highway 12 to junction Mich¬ 
igan Highway 78, thence along Michigan 
Highway 78 to junction Michigan High¬ 
way 21, thence along Michigan Highway 
21 to Port Huron. Applicant is author¬ 
ized to transport similar commodities in 
Illinois, Indiana, and Michigan. 

HEARING: October 8, 1957, at Room 
852. U. S. Custom House, 610 South 
Canal Street, Chicago. IlL, before Joint 
Board No. 73. 

No. MC 5649 (Sub No. 23), filed August 
6, 1957, KULP AND GORDON. INC., 370 
Hall Street, Phoenixville, Pa. Appli¬ 
cant’s attorney: Paul P. Barnes, 811-819 
Lewis Tower Building. 225 South 15th 
Street, Philadelphia 2. Pa. For author¬ 
ity to operate as a common carrier, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Returned 
structural steel, equipment, materials 
and supplies, which have been used in 
the erection or installation of bridges at 
construction sites, from points in Con¬ 
necticut. Rhode Island. Massachusetts, 
Maine, and Washington, D. C., to 
Phoenixville. Pa. 

Note: Applicant's attorney states that the 
above requested authority will be subject 
to the condition that the authority granted 
shall not be joinder or tacked with any 
presently held authority for the purpose of 
performing through service. Applicant is 
authorized to conduct operations in Penn¬ 
sylvania. Maryland, New Jersey. New York, 
Delaware. Virginia, and the District of 
Columbia. 

HEARING: October 4,1957, at the Of¬ 
fices of .the Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, Washington. D. C., before 
Examiner Frank R. Saltzman. 

No. MC 8681 (Sub No. 55). filed June 
20. 1957, WES'TERN AUTO TRANS¬ 
PORTS, INC., 430 South Navajo Street. 
Denver, Colo. Applicant's attorney: 
Louis E. Smith, 1800 North Meridian 
Street. Indianapolis 2, Ind. For author¬ 
ity to operate as a common carrier, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Motor ve¬ 
hicles, except trailers, in truckaway and 
driveaway service, in secondary move¬ 
ments, between points in Oregon, on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
California, Colorado, Idaho, Montana, 
Nevada, Utah, Washington, and Wyom¬ 
ing; and between points in California, 
on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in Montana. Applicant is au¬ 
thorized to conduct operations in Michi¬ 
gan, Nevada, Colorado, Wyoming. Idaho, 
Washington, California. Utah, MissouiL 
Arizona. New Mexico, Oregon, Iowa, and 
Kansas. 

HEARING: October 2, 1957, at 538 
Pittock Block, Portland. Oreg., before 
Examiner P. Roy Linn. 

No. MC 8681 (Sub .No. 56). filed July 
19. 1957, WESTERN AUTO TRANS¬ 
PORTS. INC., 430 South Navajo Street., 
Denver, Colo. Applicant’s attorney: 
Louis E. Smith, 1800 North Meridian 
Street, Indianapolis, Ind. For authority 
to operate as a common carrier, over Ir- 
regiilar routes, transporting: Motor ve¬ 
hicles, except trailers. In truckaway and 
driveaway service. In secondary move¬ 
ments, and damaged shipments of motor 
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vehicles and shipments of the above de- 
scribed units to be returned to the fac- 
tarv for repairing, between points in 
Alabama. Arizona, Arkansas. California. 
Colorado. Florida, Georgia, Iowa, Kan¬ 
sas. Louisiana, Mississippi. Missouri, Ne¬ 
braska. New Mexico, North Carolina, 
Oklahoma, South Carolina. Tennessee, 
and Texas. Applicant is authorized to 
conduct operations throughout the 
United States. 

HEARING: October 17. 1957, at the 
Jung Hotel, New Orleans. La., before 
Examiner Michael Driscoll. 

No. MC 10761 (Sub No. 68), filed July 
22. 1957. TRANSAMERICAN FREIGHT 
LINES, INC.. 1700 North Waterman Ave.. 
Detroit 9. Mich. Applicant’s attorney: 
Howell Ellis. 520 Illinois Building, In¬ 
dianapolis, Ind. For authority to oper¬ 
ate as a common carrier, transporting: 
General commodities, except loose bulk 
commodities, livestock, explosives, except 
small arms ammunition, currency bul¬ 
lion, commodities that are contaminat¬ 
ing as injurious to other lading, and com¬ 
modities exceeding ordinary equipment 
and loading facilities, between Fort 
Wayne. Ind., and BiTan, Ohio: from 
Fort Wayne over U. S. Highway 24 to 
junction U. S. Highway 127, and thence 
over U. S. Highway 127 to Bryan, and re¬ 
turn over the same route, serving no in¬ 
termediate points, as an alternate route 
for operating convenience only in con¬ 
nection with applicant’s authorized reg¬ 
ular route authority (1) between Detroit, 
Mich., and Indianapolis. Ind., and (2) 
between Chicago. Ill., and Cleveland, 
Ohio, in its Certificate No. MC 10761. 

HEARING: October 1. 1957, at the 
U. S. Court Rooms, at Indianapolis, Ind., 
before Joint Board No. 60. 

No. MC 15977 (Sub No. 1). filed July 
11, 1957. MILLER BEARD, doing busi¬ 
ness as MILLER BEARD’S TRUCTC 
LINE. R. F. D. No. 2. Box 86, Alexandria. 
La. Applicant’s attorney: Lamar Polk, 
715 Johnston Street. Alexandria. La. 
For authority to operate as a contract 
carrier, over regular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Paper bags, plain wrapping paper, 
and newsprint paper, and empty con^ 
tainers or other such incidental facilities 
(not specified) used in transporting the 
commodities specified above, (1) between 
Elizabeth. La., and Lake Charles. La., 
from Elizabeth over Louisiana Highway 
10 to Oakdale. La., thence over U. S. 
Highway 165 to junction U. S. Highway 
90, thence over U. S. Highway 90 to Lake 
Charles, and return over the same route, 
serving no intermediate points, and (2) 
between Lake Charles. La., and Shreve¬ 
port, La., over U. S. Highway 171, serving 
no intermediate points; and White 
sugar, and empty containers or other 
such incidental facilities (not specified) 
used in transporting w'hite sugar, (1) 
between Labadieville, La., and Houma, 
La., from Labadieville over Louisiana 
Highway 1 to junction Louisiana High¬ 
way 24, thence over Louisiana Highway 
24 to Houma, and return over the same 
route, serving no intermediate points, 
and (2) between Labadieville. La., and 
New- Orleans, La., from Labadieville 
over Louisiana Highway 1 to junction 
U. S. Highway 90, thence over U. S. 
Highway 90 to New Orleans, and return 


over the same route, seiwlng no inter¬ 
mediate points. 

HEARING: October 9. 1957, at the 
Jung Hotel, New Orleans, La., before 
Joint Board No. 164, or, if the Joint 
Board waives its right to participate, 
before Examiner Michael Driscoll. 

No. MC 17793 (Sub No. 13). filed July 
5.1957, FOSTER FREIGHT LINES. INC., 
1240 South Holt Road, Indianapolis, Ind. 
Applicant’s attorney: Robert C. Smith, 
512 Illinois Building. Indianapolis 4, Ind. 
For authority to operate as a common 
carrier, over regular routes, transporting: 
General commodities, except those of un¬ 
usual value, and except Class A and B ex¬ 
plosives, household goods as defined in 
Practices of Motor Common Carriers of 
Household Goods, 17 M. C. C. 467, com¬ 
modities in bulk, commodities requiring 
special equipment, and those injurious or 
contaminating to other lading, between 
Louisville. Ky.. and Dayton. Ohio; From 
Louisville over U. S. Highway 3 IE to its 
junction with Indiana Highway 62. 
thence over Indiana Highway 62 to its 
junction with Indiana Highway 107, 
thence over Indiana Highway 107 to its 
junction with U. S. Highway 421, thence 
over U. S. Highway 421 to its junction 
with U. S. Highway 50, thence over U. S. 
Highway 50 to its junction with Ohio 
Highway 128, thence over Ohio Highway 
128 to its jimction with Ohio Highway 4, 
thence over Ohio Highway 4 to its junc¬ 
tion with Ohio Highway 73, thence over 
Ohio Highway 73 to its junction with 
U. S. Highway 25, thence over U. S. High¬ 
way 25 to Dayton, and return over the 
same route, serving no intermediate 
points as an alternate route for operating 
convenience only, in connection with ap¬ 
plicant’s authorized regular route opera¬ 
tions (1) between Louisville. Ky., and 
Chicago. Ill., and (2) between Chicago, 
Ill., and Cincinnati, Ohio. Applicant is 
authorized to transport similar com¬ 
modities in Illinois, Indiana, Kentucky, 
Missouri, and Ohio. 

HEARING: September 30. 1957. at the 
U. S. Court Rooms, at Indianapolis, Ind., 
before Joint Board No. 208. 

No. MC 21571 (Sub No. 20). filed June 
28, 1957, SCHERER FREIGHT LINES, 
INC., 424 West Madison Street, Ottawa, 
Ill. Applicant’s attorney: Robert L. 
Levy, 39 South La Salle Street, Chicago 
3, Ill. For authority to operate as a com- 
^mon carrier, over regular routes, trans¬ 
porting: General commodities, except 
those of unusual value. Class A and B 
explosives, household goods as defined by 
the Commission, commodities in bulk, 
and those requiring special equipment. 
(1) between junction U. S. Highway 6 
and Illinois Highway 88 and Peoria, HI., 
from junction U. S. Highway 6 and Illi¬ 
nois Highway 88 over Illinois Highway 
88 to Peoria, and return over the same 
route, serving no intermediate points, 
as an alternate route for operating 
convenience only, in connection with 
applicant’s authorized regular route 
operations between (a) Chicago, Ill., 
and Peoria, HI., (b) Indiana-Illinois 
State line and junction U. S. Highways 
51 and 52. (c) Kewanee, Ill., and Prince¬ 
ton, Ill.; and (2) between Rockford, HI., 
and junction Illinois Highway 173 and 
U. S. Highway 45, from Rockford over 


Hlinois Highway 173 to Junction U. S. 
Highway 45 and return over the same 
route, serving no intermediate points, as 
an alternate route for oi>erating con¬ 
venience only, in connection with appli¬ 
cant’s authorized regular route opera¬ 
tions between (a) Chicago, HI., and 
Peoria., Ill., (b) Mendota, HI., and Mil¬ 
waukee, Wis., (c) Chicago, Ill., and Mil¬ 
waukee, -Wis. Applicant is authorized to 
conduct similar operations in Hlinois, 
Indiana, Missom-i, and Wisconsin. Ap¬ 
plicant is a contract carrier and holds 
Permit No. MC 115738. Dual operations 
under section 210 may be involved. 

HEARING: October 3. 1957, at Room 
852, U. S. Court House, 610 South Canal 
Street, Chicago, Ill., before Joint Board 
No. 149. 

No. MC 29647 (Sub No. 26), filed Au¬ 
gust 2,1957, CHARLTON BROS. TRANS- 
PORTA’TION COMPANY. INC., 552 
Jefferson Street. P. O. Box 1097. Hagers¬ 
town, Md. Applicai^t’s attorney: Spen¬ 
cer T. Money. Mills Building, Washing¬ 
ton, D. C. For authority to operate as 
a common carrier, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Oils, other than petro¬ 
leum, in bulk, from Baltimore. Md., to 
Berlin. Pa. Applicant is authorized to 
conduct similar operations over regular 
routes in Maryland, Pennsylvania, Vir¬ 
ginia, and West Virginia, and other 
irregular routes in Maryland, Pennsyl¬ 
vania. and West Virginia. 

HEARING: October 1.1957, at the Of¬ 
fices of the Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, Washington, D. C., before Ex¬ 
aminer Frank R. Saltzman. 

No. MC 29955 (Sub No. 11), filed May 
1. 1957, ENGLAND BROS. TRUCK 

LINE, a corporation. 300-322 North Sec¬ 
ond Street, Fort Smith, Ark. Applicant’s 
attorney: Lee Reeder. 10th Floor. 1012 
Baltimore Building, Kansas City 5, Mo. 
For authority to operate as a common 
carrier, over a regular route, transport¬ 
ing: General commodities, except those 
of unusual value. Class A and B explo¬ 
sives. household goods as defined by the 
Commission, commodities in bulk, and 
those requiring special equipment, be¬ 
tween Dallas. Tex., and Little Rock, Ark., 
over U. S. Highway 67, serving no inter¬ 
mediate points, as an alternate route 
for operating convenience only, in con¬ 
nection with applicant’s authorized reg¬ 
ular route operations (1) between Dallas, 
Tex., and Broken Bow, Okla.. (2) be¬ 
tween Port Smith, Ark., and Hugo. Okla., 
and (3) between Fort Smith. Ark., and 
Memphis. Tenn. RESTRICTTION: The 
above-described authority is restricted 
against service between Texarkana, 
Tex.-Ark., on the one hand, and, on the 
other, Sherman and Dallas, Tex. Ap¬ 
plicant is authorized to transport sim¬ 
ilar commodities in Ai-kansas, Missouri, 
Oklahoma, Tennessee, and Texas. 

HEARING: October 4.1957. at the U. S. 
Court Rooms. Little Rock. Ark., before 
Joint Board No. 152, or, if the Joint 
Board waives its right to participate, be¬ 
fore Examiner Michael Driscoll. 

No. MC 35088 (Sub No. 1). filed April 
5. 1957, R. T. GILL, JR., 530 Deckbar 
Avenue, New Orleans. La. Applicant’s 
attorney: Lamar Polk, 715 Johnson 
Street, Alexandria, La. For authority 
to operate as a contract carrier, over 
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irregular routes, transporting: General 
commodities, except commodities of un¬ 
usual value. Class A and B explosives, 
household goods as defined by the Com¬ 
mission, commodities in bulk, and com¬ 
modities requiring special equipment, be¬ 
tween points in Louisiana and Natchez, 
Miss., and also, roofing materials, from 
Natchez, Miss., to points in Liouisiana. 

HEARING: October 8, 1957, at the 
Jung Hotel, New Orleans, La., before 
Joint Board No, 28, or, if the Joint Board 
waives its right to participate, before 
Examiner Michael Driscoll. 

No. MC 40302 (Sub No. 25). filed Au¬ 
gust 6, 1957, FEDERAL EXPRESS. INC., 
4930 North Pennsylvania Street, Indian¬ 
apolis, Ind. Applicant's attorney: Ferdi¬ 
nand Born, 708 Chamber of Commerce 
Building. Indianapolis, Ind. For autho¬ 
rity to operate as a common carrier, 
over regular route, transporting: Gen¬ 
eral commodities, except those of unusual 
value, Class A and B explosives, live¬ 
stock. household goods as defined by the 
Commission, commodities in bulk, and 
those requiring special equipment, be¬ 
tween Terre Haute. Ind., and East St. 
Louis, Ill., over U. S. Highway 40. serving 
no intermediate points, as an alternate 
route for operating convenience only, in 
connection with applicant's authorized 
regular route operations betweffen Detroit, 
Mich., and Evansville. Ind., and between 
St. Louis, Mo., and Vincennes, Ind. Ap¬ 
plicant is authorized to conduct opera¬ 
tions in Illinois, Indiana, Kentucky, 
Michigan. Missouri, and Ohio. 

HEARING: October 2. 1957, at the 
U. S. Court Rooms, at Indianapolis, Ind., 
before Joint Board No. 21. 

No. MC 42487 (Sub No. 342), filed Au¬ 
gust 5, 1957. CONSOLIDATED 
FREIGHTWAYS. INC.. 2116 NW. Savier 
Street, Portland, Oreg. Applicant’s at¬ 
torney: William B. Adams. Pacific Build¬ 
ing, Portland 4, Oreg. For authority to 
operate as a common carrier, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Fresh and 
frozen foods, including hut not limited to 
fresh and frozen fruits and vegetables, 
juices a7id concentrates, foods processed 
preparatory to freezing and canning and 
commodities requiring refrigeration, and 
empty containers used in transporting 
the commodities specified, between 
points in Washington, Oregon and Cali¬ 
fornia. Applicant is authorized to con¬ 
duct similar operations in Arizona, Cali¬ 
fornia, Idaho. Illinois, Indiana, 
Minnesota. Montana, Nebraska. Nevada. 
North Dakota, Oregon, Utah, Washing¬ 
ton, Wisconsin, and Wyoming. 

HEARING: September 9, 1957, in 
Room 400, U. S. Court House, Fifth and 
Madison Streets. Seattle, Wash., before 
Joint Board No. 5. 

No. MC 52858 (Sub No. 64). filed May 
20. 1957. CONVOY COMPANY, a Cor¬ 
poration. 3900 Northwest Yeon Avenue, 
Portland 10, Oreg. Applicant's attor¬ 
ney: Marvin Handler. 465 California 
Street, San Francisco 4, Calif. For au¬ 
thority to operate as a common carrier, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Automobiles, trucks, and busses, except 
commercial trailers, in secondary move¬ 
ments, in truckaway service, from points 
in Oregon, Washington and Idaho, to 
points in North Dakota and Minnesota. 


Applicant is authorized to conduct simi¬ 
lar operations in Oregon. Washington, 
Idaho, Montana, California. Nevada. 
Utah, Wyoming, North Dakota. New 
Mexico, Arizona, Colorado, South Da¬ 
kota, and Nebraska. 

HEARING: October 1. 1957. at 538 
Pittock Block. Portland, Oreg., before 
Examiner F. Roy Linn. 

No. MC 55236 (Sub No. 31). filed July 
3. 1957, OLSON TRANSPORTATION 
COMPANY, a Corporation, P. O. Box 
1187, Green Bay. Wis. For authority to 
operate as a cominon carrier, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Liquid pe- 
troleum wax, in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
from points in Indiana located in the 
Chicago, Ill., Commercial Zone, as de¬ 
fined by the Commission in 1 M. C. C. 
673, to Fox River Grove. Ill., and re- 
jected and damaged shipments of the 
above-specified commodity on return. 

HEARING: October 8, 1957, at Room 
852, U. S. C^istom House, 610 South Canal 
Street, Cliicago, Ill., before Joint Board 
No. 21. 

No. MC 58923 (Sub No. 28), filed May 
20. 1957, GEORGIA HIGHWAY EX¬ 
PRESS, INC., 2090 Jonesboro Road SE., 
Atlanta 15, Ga. Applicant’s attorney: 
Allen Post, 1220 First National Bank 
Building, Atlanta 3, Ga. For authority 
to operate as a common carrier, over reg¬ 
ular routes, transporting: General com¬ 
modities, except those of unusual value. 
Class A and B explosives, household goods 
as defined by the Commission, commodi¬ 
ties in bulk, and those requiring special 
equipment, between Ellaville. Ga.. and 
junction U. S. Highways 19 and 80, from 
Ellaville over U. S. Highway 19 to junc¬ 
tion U. S. Highway 80, and return over 
the same route, serving no intermediate 
points, as an alternate route for operat¬ 
ing convenience only, in connection with 
applicant’s authorized regular route op¬ 
erations between Americus and Colum¬ 
bus. Ga., and between Macon and 
Columbus, Ga. Applicant is authorized 
to transport similar commodities in 
Georgia and Tennessee. 

HEARING: September 30. 1957, at 
Peachtree-Seventh Building. 50 Seventh 
Street NE.. Atlanta, Ga., before Joint 
Board No. 101. 

No. MC 58923 (Sub No. 29). filed May 
20. 1957. GEORGIA HIGHWAY EX¬ 
PRESS, INC., 2090 Jonesboro Road SE., 
Atlanta 15, Ga. Applicant’s attorney t 
Allen Post. 1220 First National Bank 
Building, Atlanta 3, Ga. For authority 
to operate as a common carrier, over 
regular routes, transporting: General 
commodities, except those of unusual 
value. Class A and B explosives, house¬ 
hold goods as defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, and those requiring 
special equipment (1) between junction 
Georgia Highways 41 and 103 near Buena 
Vista, Ga.. and junction Georgia High¬ 
ways 41 and 80 near Geneva, Ga., over 
Georgia Highway 41. with no service at 
intermediate points not now authorized 
to be served, as an alternate route for 
operating convenience only, in connec¬ 
tion with applicant's authorized regular 
route operations between Americus and 
Columbus, Ga., and between Macon and 
Columbus, Ga., and (2) between junc¬ 
tion Georgia Highways 41 and 80 at 


Talbottom, Ga.. and junction Georgia 
Highways 41 and 85 near Manchester, 
Ga.. over Georgia Highway 41, with no 
service at intennediate points not now 
authorized to be served, and serving the 
junction Georgia Highways 41 and 85 for 
the purpose of joinder only, as an alter¬ 
nate route for operating convenience 
only, in connection with applicant’s au¬ 
thorized operations over a regular route 
between Macon and Columbus. Ga.. and 
over an alternate route between HaE>e- 
ville and Columbus. Ga. Applicant is 
authorized to transport similar commodi¬ 
ties in Georgia and Tennessee. 

HEARING: September 30. 1957, at the 
Peachtree-Seventh Building. 50 l^venth 
Street NE., Atlanta, Ga., before Joint 
Board No. 101. 

No. MC 60393 (Sub No. 13). filed June 
3. 1957, CEN’TRAL TRANSFER COM¬ 
PANY, a Corporation, 2118 South Gris¬ 
wold Street, Peoria, Ill. Applicant's at¬ 
torney: Joseph M. Scanlan. Ill West 
Washington Street, Chicago 2, Ill. For 
authority to operate as a common car¬ 
rier, over a regular route, transporting: 
General commodities, except those of 
imusual value. Class A and B explosives, 
livestock, household goods as defined by 
the Commission, commodities in bulk, 
and those requiring special equipment, 
between Bloomington, Ill., and Chicago, 
HI., over U. S. Highway 66, serving no in¬ 
termediate points, as an alternate route 
for operating convenience only in con¬ 
nection with applicant's authorized reg¬ 
ular route operations (1) between Peoria, 
m., and Chicago, Ill., and (2) between 
Peoria, Ill., and Bloomington, Ill. Appli¬ 
cant is authorized to transport similar 
commodities in Illinois and Iowa. 

Note: Duplication with present authority 
to be eliminated. 

HEARING: October 8, 1957, at Room 
852, U. S. Custom House, 610 South Canal 
Street, Chicago, HI., before Joint Board 
No. 21. 

No. MC 68618 (Sub No. 25), filed Au¬ 
gust 5, 1957, LOS ANGELES-SEA’TTLE 
MOTOR EXPRESS, INC., 3200 Sixth 
Avenue South, Seattle, Wash. Appli¬ 
cant’s attorney: William B. Adams, Pa¬ 
cific Building. Portland 4, ,Oreg. For 
authority to operate as a common car¬ 
rier, over irregular routes, transporting: 
Fresh and frozen foods, including, but 
not limited to fresh and frozen fruits 
and vegetables, juices and concentrates, 
foods processed preparatory to freezing 
and canning and commodities requiring 
refrigeration, and empty containers used 
in transporting the commodities speci¬ 
fied, between points in Washington, Ore¬ 
gon, and California. Applicant is au¬ 
thorized to conduct operations in 
California. Oregon, and Washington. 

HEARING: September 9, 1957, in 
Room 400, U. S. Court House. Fifth and 
Madison Streets, Seattle, Wash., before 
Joint Board No. 5. 

No. MC 71096 (Sub No. 30). filed June 
24. 1957, NORWALK TRUCK LINES. 
INC., 36 Woodlawn Avenue, Norwalk, 
Ohio. Applicant's attorney: Edwin C. 
Reminger, Standard Building. Cleveland 
13. Ohio. For authority to operate as a 
common carrier, over a regular route, 
transporting: General commodities, ex¬ 
cept those of unusual value. Class A and 
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B explosives, livestock, automobiles, 
household goods as defined by the Com¬ 
mission. commodities in bulk, and those 
requiring special equipment, between 
Benton Harbor. Mich., and Niles, Mich., 
from Benton Harbor over U. S. Highway 
31 to Niles, and return over the same 
route, serving no intermediate or off- 
route points, as an alternate route for 
operating convenience only, in connec¬ 
tion with applicant’s authorized regular 
route operations between (a) Benton 
Harbor. Mich., and Toledo, Ohio, (b) 
South Bend, Ind., and junction U. S. 
Highway 12 and Michigan Highway 40, 
near Lake Cora, Mich., (c) alternate 
route operations between Mottville. 
Mich., and junction U. S. Highways 112 
and 12, and (d) alternate route opera¬ 
tions between Jackson, Mich., and Niles, 
Mich. Applicant is authorized to con¬ 
duct similar operations in Illinois. Indi¬ 
ana, Michigan. Ohio, and Pennsylvania. 

HEARING: October 9.1957, at the Olds 
Hotel, at Lansing. Mich., before Joint 
Board No. 76. 

No. MC 72140 (Sub No. 37), filed June 
19. 1957, SHIPPERS DISPATCH. INC., 
1216 West Sample Street, South Bend, 
Ind. Applicant’s attorney: Ferdinand 
Bom. 708 Chamber of Commerce Build¬ 
ing, Indianapolis 4, Ind. For authority 
to operate as a common carrier, trans¬ 
porting: General commodities, except 
those of unusual value. Class A and B 
explosives, household goods as defined by 
the Commission, commodities in bulk, 
and those requiring special equipment, 
serving the site of the Brush Beryllium 
Company plant located near the inter¬ 
section of Ohio Highways 105 and 590 
(near Elmore, Ottawa County, Ohio), as 
an off-route point in connection with 
applicant’s authorized regular route op¬ 
erations between Toledo, Ohio and San¬ 
dusky, Ohio and between Toledo, Ohio 
and Cleveland, Ohio. Applicant is au¬ 
thorized to conduct operations in Illinois, 
Indiana. Michigan, and Ohio. 

HEARING: September 25, 1957, at the 
New Post Office Building, at Columbus, 
Ohio, before Joint Board No. 117. 

No. MC 80430 (Sub No. 87). filed May 
17, 1957, GATEWAY TRANSPORTA¬ 
TION CO., a Corporation, 2130 South 
Avenue, La Crosse. Wis. Applicant’s at¬ 
torney: Joseph E. Ludden. P. O, Box 85. 
La Crosse. Wis, For authority to operate 
as a common carrier, over regular routes, 
transporting: General commodities, ex¬ 
cept those of unusual value. Class A and 
B explosives, livestock, household goods 
as defined by the Commission, commodi¬ 
ties in bulk, and those requiring special 
equipment, over the following alternate 
routes for operating convenience only, 
with no service at intermediate points or 
off-route points or any points not al¬ 
ready authorized in applicant’s Certifi¬ 
cates. and serving the termini as points 
of joinder only with no service at any 
points not presently authorized, (1) be¬ 
tween junction U. S. Highways 20 and 33 
near Elkhart. Ind., and junction U. S. 
Highwasrs 33 and 6 near Ligonier, Ind., 
from junction U. S. Highways 20 and 33 
near Elkhart over U. S. Highway 33 to 
junction U. S. Highway 6 near Ligonier, 
and return over the same route, in con¬ 
nection with applicant’s authorized reg¬ 


ular route operations between Chicago, 
HI., and Akron, Ohio, and between Chi¬ 
cago, Ill., and Sandusky. Ohio; (2) be¬ 
tween junction U. S. Highways 6 and 27 
and junction U. S. Highways 27 and 30 
at Fort Wayne. Ind., from junction U. S. 
Highways 6 and 27 over U. S. Highway 
27 to junction U. S. Highway 30 at Port 
Wayne, and return over the same route, 
in connection with applicant’s author¬ 
ized regular route operations between 
Chicago, HI., and Sandusky, Ohio, and 
between Chicago, HI., and Youngstown. 
Ohio; (3) between Port Wayne, Ind., and 
junction Ohio Highway 69 and U. S. 
Highway 224, west of Findlay. Ohio, from 
Port Wayne over U. S. Highway 24 to 
junction Indiana Highway 14 at New 
Haven. Ind., thence over Indiana High¬ 
way 14 to the Indiana-Ohio State line, 
thence over Ohio Highway 113 to junc¬ 
tion Ohio Highway 69, thence over Ohio 
Highway 69 to junction U. S. Highway 
224, west of Findlay, and return over the 
same route, in connection with appli¬ 
cant’s authorized regular route opera¬ 
tions between Chicago. HI., and Youngs¬ 
town, Ohio, and between Bryan and 
Youngstown, Ohio; (4) between Toledo. 
Ohio, and junction U. S. Highways 68 
and 30-S at Kenton, Ohio, from Toledo 
over combined U. S. Highways 25- and 
68 to Findlay, Ohio, thence over U. S. 
Highway 68 to junction U. S. Highway 
30-S at Kenton, ahd return over the 
same route, in connection with appli¬ 
cant’s authorized regular route opera¬ 
tions between Chicago, Ill., and Akron, 
Ohio, between Bryan and Toledo, Ohio, 
and between Chicago, Ill., and Youngs¬ 
town, Ohio; and (5) between junction 
U. S. Highways 20 and 250 at Norwalk, 
Ohio, and junction U. S. Highways 250 
and 30 at Wooster. Ohio, from junction 
U. S. Highways 20 and 250 at Norwalk 
over U. S. Highway 250 to junction U. S. 
Highway 30 at Wooster, and return over 
the same route, in connection with 
applicant's authorized regular route op¬ 
erations between Chicago, HI., and 
Youngstown. Ohio, and alternate route 
operations between junction U. S. High¬ 
way 20 and Ohio Highway 120 west of 
Toledo, Ohio, and Cleveland, Ohio. Ap¬ 
plicant is authorized to transport similar 
commodities in Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, 
Michigan, Minnesota, Ohio, Pennsyl¬ 
vania, and Wisconsin. 

HEARING: September 30. 1957, at the 
U. S. CJourt Rooms, at Indianapolis, Ind., 
before Joint Board No. 60. 

No. MC 92983 (Sub No. 235). filed July 
5, 1957, ELDON MILLER. INC., 330 East 
Washington Street, Iowa City, Iowa. 
For authority to operate as a common 
carrier, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Petroleum and petroleum products, 
in bulk, in tank vehicles, from Baton 
Rouge, La., to points in Illinois, Iowa, 
Kansas, Minnesota, Nebraska, North 
Dakota, South Dakota, and Wisconsin. 
Applicant is authorized to transport 
similar commodities in Arkansas, Illinois. 
Iowa, Kansas. Michigan, Minnesota, 
Missouri, Nebraska, North Dakota, Ohio, 
Oklahoma, South Dakota, Tennessee, 
Texas, and Wisconsin, 

HEARING: October 18, 1957. at the 
Jung Hotel. New Orleans, La., before 
Examiner Michael Driscoll. 


No. MC 92983 (Sub No. 246). filed July 
25.1957, ELDON MILLER. INC., 330 East 
Washington Street, Iowa City, Iowa. For 
authority to operate as a common car^ 
Tier, over irregular routes, transporting: 
Petroleum and petroleum products, in 
bulk, in tank vehicles, from Champaign, 
Ill., and points within 10 miles of Cham¬ 
paign, to points in Indiana. Applicant 
is authorized to conduct similar opera¬ 
tions in Iowa. Illinois, Wisconsin. Mis¬ 
souri. Minnesota, Arkansas, and Kansas. 

HEARING: October 4, 1957. at Room 
852, U. S. Custom House, 610 South 
Canal Street. Cfiiicago, HI, before Joint 
Board No. 21. 

No. MC 100666 (Sub No. 26). filed April 
8. 1957, B. E. MELTON. P. O. Box 312, 
Nashville. Ark. Applicant's attorney: 
Max G. Morgan, 443-454 American Na¬ 
tional Building, Oklahoma City 2, Okla. 
For authority to operate as a common 
carrier, over irregiilar routes, transport¬ 
ing: Plaswood lumber (a chipped and 
ground waste lumber product being an 
extrusion of a thermal setting plastic 
material), from the site of the Southern 
Plaswood Corporation 8 miles from Hope. 
Ark., to points in Missouri, Kansas, Okla¬ 
homa, Texas, and Louisiana. 

HEARING: October 3. 1957, at the 
U. S. Court Rooms, Little Rock, Ark., 
before Examiner Michael Driscoll. 

No. MC 100666 (Sub No. 28). filed July 
1. 1957, B. E. MELTON, doing business 
as MELTON TRUCK LINE. Crossett, 
Ark. Applicant’s attorney: W. Samuel 
Dykeman, 443-54 American National 
Building. Oklahoma City 2. Okla. For 
authority to operate as a common car- 
rier, over iiTcgular routes, transporting: 
Roofing material and asbestos siding, 
from Shreveport. La., to ix)ints in Ala¬ 
bama, Mississippi, and Tennessee, and 
points in Florida w^est of the Apalachi¬ 
cola River. Applicant is authorized 
to transport similar commodities in 
Arkansas. Kansas, Louisiana, Missouri, 
New Mexico, Oklahoma, and Texas. 

HEARING: October 3, 1957. at the 
U. S. Court Rooms, Little Rock. Ark., 
before Examiner Michael Driscoll. 

No. MC 101075 (Sub No. 46), filed July 
26, 1957, TRANSPORT. INC., 1215 Cen¬ 
ter Avenue. Moorhead, Minn. Ap¬ 
plicant’s attorney: Donald A. Morken, 
1100 First National-Soo Line Building, 
Minneapolis 2, Minn. For authority to 
operate as a common carrier, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Petroleum 
and petroleum products and all deriva¬ 
tives thereof, in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
from Duluth. Minn., and points within 
25 miles of Duluth, to points in North 
Dakota, the Upper Peninsula of Michi¬ 
gan, points in Wisconsin, and those in 
Minnesota on and south of Minnesota 
Highway 23, and ports of entry on the 
International Boundary line between the 
United States and Canada at or near 
Pigeon River. International Falls, and 
Noyes, Minn. Applicant is authorized to 
conduct similar operations in Iowa, 
Minnesota, Nebraska, North Dakota, 
South Dakota, Wisconsin, and Wyoming. 

HEARING: September 30, 1957, at the 
Federal Court Building, Marquette 
Avenue. South, and Third Street. Min¬ 
neapolis, Minn., before Examiner Leo 
W. Cunningham. 
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No. MC 101126 (Sub No. 78), filed 
June 24, 1957, STILLPASS TRANSIT 
COMPANY, INC., 4967 Spring Grove 
Avenue, Cincinnati 32, Ohio. For au¬ 
thority to operate as a contract carrier, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Tall oil, tall oil other than crude, and 
tall oil fatty acids, from Nitro, W. Va., 
to St. Bernard, Ohio. Applicant is au¬ 
thorized to conduct operations in Ohio, 
Kentucky. Indiana, Illinois, Maryland, 
New York, North Carolina. Michigan, 
Tennessee, South Carolina. Virginia. 
Florida. New Jersey, Alabama, Wiscon¬ 
sin. Pennsylvania, Missouri. Arkansas, 
Iowa, Kansas, Minnesota, and Nebraska. 

HEARING: September 26. 1957, at the 
New Post Office Building at Columbus. 
Ohio, before Joint Board No. 61. 

No. MC 102138 (Sub No. 24), filed 
July 17. 1957, REFINERS TRANSPORT. 
INC., 412 Illinois Building, Indianapolis. 
Ind. Applicant’s attorney: William J. 
Guenther. 1511-14 Fletcher Trust Build¬ 
ing. Indianapolis, Ind. For authority to 
operate as a contract carrier, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Petroleum 
and petroleum products, in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, from Champaign. HI., and 
points within 10 miles thereof, to points 
in Indiana. Applicant is authorized to 
transport petroleum products from 
specified points in Illinois and Indiana 
to described points and territories in 
Illinois and Indiana. 

Note: This application duplicates an ap¬ 
plication filed by the applicant for common 
carrier authority assigned Docket No. MC 
116805. Applicant requests that this appli¬ 
cation be dismissed if authority is granted 
to applicant as a common carrier in Docket 
No. MC 116805. 

HEARING: October 1. 1957, at the 
U. S. Court Rooms, at Indianapolis, Ind., 
before Joint Board No. 21. 

No. MC 102567 (Sub No. 57), filed June 
24. 1957. EARL CLARENCE GIBBON, 
doing business as EARL GIBBON PE¬ 
TROLEUM TRANSPORT. West First 
and Broadway, Bossier City, La. Appli¬ 
cant’s attorney: Jo E. Shaw. First Na¬ 
tional Bank Building. Houston, Tex. 
For authority to operate as a common 
carrier, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Sulphate black liquor shimmings. In 
bulk, in tank vehicles, from the site of 
the plant of the International Paper 
Company, at or near Camden, Ark., to 
the site of the International Paper Com¬ 
pany plant approximately three miles 
south of Natchez, Miss. Applicant is 
authorized to transport similar commod¬ 
ities in Arkansas and Louisiana. 

HEARING: October 7, 1957. at the 
Jung Hotel, New Orleans, La., before 
Joint Board No. 218, or, if the Joint 
Boai-d waives its right to participate, be¬ 
fore Examiner Michael Driscoll. 

No. MC 102567 (Sub No. 58). filed July 
8. 1957. EARL CLAREN<JE GIBBON, do¬ 
ing business as EARL GIBBON PETRO¬ 
LEUM TRANSPORT. West First and 
Broadway, Bossier City. La. (Mailing ad- 
diess: P. O. Box 1822, Shreveport. La.) 
Applicant’s attorney: Jo E. Shaw, First 
National Bank Building. Houston, Tex. 
For authority to operate as a common 
carrier, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Petroleum and petroleum products, 
in bulk, in tank vehicles, from points in 
No. 167-6 
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Texas. Louisiana and Arkansas within 
150 miles of Henderson, Tex., to points 
in Florida, and Tennessee, except from 
Cotton Valley. La., and points within 10 
miles thereof to Memphis. Tenn. and 
points in Tennessee within 10 miles of 
Memphis. Applicant is authorized to 
conduct similar operations in Alabama, 
Arkansas, Florida, Georgia. Louisiana, 
Mississippi. Missouri, Oklahoma, Ten¬ 
nessee. and Texas. 

HEARING: October 21. 1957, at the 
Jung Hotel, New Orleans, La., before Ex¬ 
aminer Michael Driscoll. 

No. MC 103051 (Sub No. 27). filed June 
6, 1957, WALKER HAULING CO.. INC., 
624 Penn Avenue NE., Atlanta 8. Ga. 
Applicant’s attorney: R. J. Reynolds, Jr., 
1403 Citizens & Southern National Bank 
Building, Atlanta 3. Ga. For authority 
to operate as a common carrier, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Warp 
sizes, dye assistayits, mercerizing oils, 
sanforizing oils, softeners, twist setting 
conditioners, spinning oils, wetting 
agents, scouring agents, fulling oils for 
wool, bleaching assistants, cord polishes 
and softeners for spinning and weaving 
paper yarns (all to be transported in 
liquid form), in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
from Atlanta, Ga.. and Valdese. N. C., 
to points in Alabama and South Caro¬ 
lina. Applicant is authorized to conduct 
operations in Georgia, Tennessee, and 
Alabama. 

HEARING: October 3, 1957, at Peach¬ 
tree-Seventh Building, 50 Seventh Street 
NE., Atlanta, Ga., before Examiner Wil¬ 
liam E. Messer. 

No. MC 103498 (Sub No. 5). filed March 
18. 1957, W. D. SMITH, P. O. Box 68. 
DeQueen, Ark. Applicant’s attorney: 
Max G. Morgan, 450 American National 
Building. Oklahoma City. Okla. For au¬ 
thority to operate as a jcommon carrier, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Poles, utility, telephone, power line, and 
highline, and piling and posts, from De- 
Queen, Ark., to points in Texas. Okla¬ 
homa, Missouri. Kansas, and Louisiana, 
and empty containers or other such in- 
cidental facilities (not specified) used in 
transporting the above-specified com¬ 
modities on return. 

HEARING: October 4, 1957, at the 
U. S. Court Rooms. Little Rock, Ark., 
before Examiner Michael Driscoll. 

No. MC 103654 (Sub No. 41), filed July 
26. 1957, SCHIRMER TRANSPORTA¬ 
TION COMPANY. INCORPORATED. 
649 Pelham Boulevard. St. Paul. Minn. 
Applicant’s attorney: Donald A. Morken. 
1100 First National-Soo Line Building, 
Minneapolis 2, Minn. For authority to 
operate as a common carrier, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Petroleum 
and petroleum products, and all deriva^ 
fives thereof, in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
from Duluth, Minn., and points within 
25 miles of Duluth, to points in North 
Dakota, the Upper Peninsula of Michi¬ 
gan, points in Wisconsin, and those in 
Minnesota on and south of Minnesota 
Highway 23. and ports of entry on the 
International Boundary line between the 
United States and Canada at or near 
Pigeon River, International Palls and 
Noyes, Minn. Applicant is authorized to 
conduct similar operations in Illinois, 
Indiana, Minnesota, and Wisconsin* 
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HEARING: September 30. 1957, at the 
Federal Court Building. Marquette Ave¬ 
nue, South and Third Streets, Minneap¬ 
olis, Minn., before Examiner Leo W. 
Cunningham. 

No. MC 106603 (Sub No. 50). filed 
July 24. 1957. DIRECT TRANSIT ONES. 
INC., 200 Colrain Street SW., Grand 
Rapids 8. Mich. Applicant’s attorney: 
Wilhelmina Boersraa, 2850 Penobscot 
Building, Detroit 26, Mich. For author¬ 
ity to operate as a common carrier, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Gypsum 
products, from Grand Rapids, Mich., to 
points in Illinois and Indiana. 

HEARING: October 11. 1957, at the 
Olds Hotel. Lansing, Mich., before Joint 
Board No. 73. 

No. MC 106965 (Sub No. 110), filed 
August 7. 1957, M. I. O’BOYLE k SON. 
INC., 817 Michigan Avenue NE., Wash- 
ington. D. C. Applicant’s attorney: Dale 
C. Dillon. 1825 Jefferson Place NW.. 
Washington 6, D. C. For authority to 
operate as a common carrier, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Acids and 
chemicals, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
points in CThesterfleld and Prince George 
Counties, Va., to points in Maryland. 
Delaware. Pennsylvania. New Jersey, 
New York, Massachusetts. Rhode Island, 
Vermont, New Hampshire. Maine, Con¬ 
necticut. and the District of Columbia. 
Applicant is authoiized to conduct op¬ 
erations in Maryland, West Virginia. 
Virginia. Pennsylvania, New Jersey. New 
York, Delaware. Ohio. North Carolina, 
Illinois, Indiana. Michigan, Minnesota, 
Missouri, Wisconsin, and the District of 
Columbia. 

Note: Duplicating authority should be 
eliminated. 

HEARING: October 7. 1957. at the Of¬ 
fices of the Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission. Washington, D. C.. before Ex¬ 
aminer Prank R. Saltzman. 

No. MC 107128 (Sub No. 8). filed May 
8.1957, PAST FREIGHT. INC., 2612 West 
Morris Street, Indianapolis 21, Ind. Ap¬ 
plicant’s attorney: Wilhelmina Boersma, 
2850 Penobscot Building. Detroit 26, 
Mich. For authority to operate as a C 07 i- 
tract carrier, over irregular routes, trans¬ 
porting: (1) Empty glass containers, 
with or without closures, and (2) Empty 
fiberboard cartons, knocked down, when 
shipped in mixed truckloads with ship¬ 
ments of empty glass containers, from 
Dunkirk. Ind., to points in Kentucl^. and 
Refused, rejected, or returned shipments 
of the articles described above, from 
points in Kentucky to Dunkirk, Ind. 

HEARING: September 30. 1957. at the 
U. S. Court Rooms, at Indianapolis, Ind., 
before Joint Board No. 208. 

No. MC 107496 (Sub No. 95). filed July 
19, 1957, RUAN TRANSPORT CORPO¬ 
RATION. 408 Southeast 30th Street. Des 
Moines, Iowa. For authority to operate 
as a common carrier, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Petroleum and pe¬ 
troleum products, and all derivatives 
thereof, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
Duluth, Minn., and points in Minnesota 
within 25 miles to Duluth, to points in 
North Dakota, the Upper Peninsula of 
Michigan, points in Wisconsin, and 
points in Minnesota on and south of 
Minnesota Highway 23. and the ports 
of entry on the International Boundary 
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line between the United States and 
Canada at or near Pigeon River, Inter¬ 
national Falls, and Noyes, Minn. Appli¬ 
cant is authorized to transport similar 
commodities in Illinois, Iowa, Minnesota, 
Missouri, Nebraska, North Dakota, South 
Dakota, and Wisconsin. 

HEARING: September 30,1957, at the 
Federal Court Building, Marquette Ave¬ 
nue, South and Third Streets, Minne¬ 
apolis, Minn., before Examiner Leo W. 
Cunningham. 

No. MC 107500 (Sub No. 15), filed July 
8, 1957, BURLINGTON TRUCK LINES, 
INC., 547 West Jackson Boulevard, Chi¬ 
cago, Ill. For authority to operate as a 
common carrier, over regular routes, 
transporting: General commodities, ex¬ 
cept those of unusual value. Class A and 
B explosives, livestock, household goods 
as defined by the Conunission, commod¬ 
ities in bulk, and those requiring special 
equipment, serving the site of the Cater¬ 
pillar Tractor Company plant (under 
construction) immediately adjacent to 
and west of Illinois Highway 31 approx¬ 
imately .4 miles southwest of the Village 
of Montgomei-y in Kendall County, Ill., 
as an intermediate or off-route point in 
connection with applicant's authorized 
regular route operations, subject to the 
same conditions, limitations, and re¬ 
strictions. if any, contained in appli¬ 
cant’s present operating authority. Ae>- 
plicant is authorized to conduct similar 
operations in Colorado. Illinois. Indiana. 
Iowa, Missouri, Montana, Nebraska, and 
Wyoming. 

Note: Applicant states Its present certifi¬ 
cate excludes intermediate points between 
the Chicago commercial zone and Princeton, 
Ill. 

HEARING: October 3. 1957, at Room 
852, U. S. Custom House, 610 South 
Canal Street. Chicago, Ill., before Joint 
Board No. 149. 

No. MC 107515 (Sub No. 257), filed 
July 25, 1957. REFRIGERATED TRANS¬ 
PORT (X)., INC., 290 University Avenue 
SW., Atlanta, Ga. Applicant’s attorney: 
Allan Watkins, Grant Building. Atlanta 
3, Ga. For authority to operate as a 
common carrier, over irregular routes, 
transporting; Frozen foods, from Cham- 
bersburg, Pa., and points within 10 miles 
of Chambersburg, to points in North 
Carolina. South Carolina. Tennessee, 
Georgia, Florida, Mississippi, Louisiana 
and Alabama. Applicant is authorized 
to conduct similar operations in Georgia, 
Tennessee. Louisiana. North and South 
Carolina, Florida, Alabama, Mississippi, 
Illinois. Indiana. Kentucky, Michigan. 
Missouri, Ohio, Wisconsin, Arkansas, 
Minnesota, Oklahoma, Texas, Iowa, 
Kansas, and Nebraska. 

HEARING: October 3, 1957, at Peach¬ 
tree-Seventh Building, 50 Seventh 
Street NE., Atlanta, Ga., before Exam¬ 
iner William E. Messer. 

No. MC 108678 (Sub No. 15), filed 
July 3, 1957, LIQUID TRANSPORT 
CORP., 450 West Troy Avenue, Indian¬ 
apolis, Ind. Applicant’s attorney: Wil¬ 
liam J. Guenther. 1511-14 Fletcher Trust 
Building, Indianapolis. Ind. For au¬ 
thority to operate as a contract carrier, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Liquid Dextrine, in bulk, in tank vehicles. 


from Indianapolis, Ind., to Springfield, 
Mo. 

HEARING: October 2, 1957, at the 
U. S. Court Rooms, at Indianapolis Ind., 
before Joint Board No. 160. 

No, MC 108859 (Sub No. 25) filed 
July 5, 1957, CLAIRMONT ’TRANSFER 
CO., a Corporation, 1803 Seventh Ave¬ 
nue. Escanaba, Mich. Applicant’s at¬ 
torney: Michael D. O’Hara, Spies Build¬ 
ing. Menominee, Mich. For authority to 
operate as a common carrier, over a reg¬ 
ular route, transporting: Class A and B 
explosives, between Green Bay, Wis., and 
Kinross Air Force Base, at or near Kin¬ 
ross, Mich.: From Green Bay. over U. S. 
Highway 41 to junction U. S. Highway 2 
at or near Rapid River. Mich., thence 
over U. S. Highway 2 to Kinross, thence 
on and three-fourths miles over unnum¬ 
bered Chippewa County roadway to Kin¬ 
ross Air Force Base, and return over the 
same route, serving no intermediate 
points. Applicant is authorized to 
transport similar commcxiities in Michi¬ 
gan and Wisconsin. 

HEARING: October 10. 1957, at the 
Olds Hotel, Lansing, Mich., before Joint 
Board No. 95. 

No. MC 109242 (Sub No. 2). filed Au¬ 
gust 8. 1957. ALBERT N. SCOTT AND 
ESTELLE E. SCOTT, doing business as 
MOTOR CITY CARTAGE COMPANY. 
175 Twelfth Street. Detroit, Mich. Ap¬ 
plicant’s attorney; Wilhelmina Boersma, 
2850 Penobscot Building, Detroit 26, 
Mich. For authority to operate as a 
contract carrier, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Meats, meat products and 
meat by-products and packing house 
products, between Detroit, Mich., on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
the Lower Peninsula of Michigan. Ap¬ 
plicant is authorized to conduct opera¬ 
tions in Michigan. 

Note: Duplication should be eliminated. 

HEARING: October 9, 1957, at the 
Olds Hotel, at Lansing, Mich., befoi'e 
Joint Board No. 76. 

No. MC 109326 (Sub No. 71), filed 
June 6, 1957, C & D TRANSPORTATION 
CO.. INC., 414 Bay Bridge Road, Prich¬ 
ard, Ala. Mailing address: P. O. Box 1503, 
Mobile. Ala. For authority to operate as 
a common carrier, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Perishable subsistence, re¬ 
quiring refrigeration, moving on govern¬ 
ment bills of lading, from the site of the 
U. S. Quartermaster Market Center, New 
Orleans. La., and supply points within 15 
miles thereof, to Orange, Tex. Applicant 
is autliorized to transport similar com¬ 
modities in Alabama, Florida, Georgia, 
and Mississippi. 

HEARING: October 9, 1957. at the 
Ju^ Hotel. New Orleans, La., before 
Joint Board No. 32, or, if the Joint Board 
waives its right to participate, before 
Examiner Michael Driscoll. 

No. MC 109365 (Sub No. 11). filed Au¬ 
gust 5. 1957, RONALD A. PATTERSON, 
doing business as ANTHONY & PAT¬ 
TERSON TRUNK LINE, P. Q. Box 15. 
Ashdown, Ark. Applicant's attorney: 
Louis Tarlowski, Rector Building, Little 
Rock, Ark. For authority to operate as 
a common carrier, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Wooden poles, wooden pil¬ 
ing (treated and untreated), and treated 


timbers, between points in Arkansas, 
Louisiana and Texas. Applicant is au¬ 
thorized to transport lumber and wooden 
pallets from specified points in Arkansas 
and Louisiana to points in Oklahoma. 
Texas. Kansas, Missouri, Louisiana, and 
Tennessee. 

HEARING: September 30,1957, at the 
U. S. Court Rooms. Little Rock. Ark., 
before Examiner Michael Driscoll, 

No. MC 109365 (Sub No. 12). filed 
August 5. 1957, RONALD A. PA’TTER- 
SO N, do ing business as ANTHONY k 
PATTERSON TRUCK LINE, P. O. Box 
15, Ashdown, Ark. Applicant’s attorney: 
Louis Tarlowski. Rector Building, Little 
Rock. Ark. For authority to operate as 
a common carrier, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Milled and processed live¬ 
stock, animal and poultry feed, in bags 
and in bulk, from points in Illinois and 
Missouri to points in Arkansas, Louisiana 
and Texas. Applicant is authorized to 
transport lumber and wooden pallets 
from specified points in Arkansas and 
Louisiana to points in Oklahoma, Texas, 
Kansas. Missouri, Louisiana, and Ten¬ 
nessee. 

HEARING: September 30. 1957. at the 
U. S. Court Rooms. Little Rock, Ark., 
before Examiner Michael Driscoll. 

No. MC 109365 (Sub No. 13). filed 
August 5. 1957, RONALD A. PATTER- 
SO N, d oing business as ANTHONY k 
PATTERSON TRUCK LINE, P. O. Box 
15. Ashdown, Ark. Applicant’s attorney: 
Louis Tarlowski. Rector Building, Little 
Rock, Ark. For authority to operate as a 
com?Mon carrier, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Lumber, wooden pallets, 
fabricated wooden products, and wooden 
boxes, in truckload lots, between points 
in Arkansas, Louisiana, and Oklahoma. 
Applicant is authorized to transport 
lumber and wooden pallets from speci¬ 
fied points in Arkansas and Louisiana to 
points in Oklahoma. Texas, Kansas, Mis¬ 
souri, Louisiana, and Tennessee. 

HEARING: September 30, 1957 at the 
U. S. Court Rooms. Little Rock, Ark., be¬ 
fore Examiner Michael Driscoll. 

No. MC 109365 (Sub No. 14). filed Au¬ 
gust 5. 1957, RONALD A. PATTERSON, 
doing business as ANTHONY & PA’TTER- 
SON TRUCK LINE. P. O. Box 15. Ash¬ 
down. Ark. Applicant’s attorney: LouLs 
Tarlowski, Rector Building, Little Rock, 
Ark. For authority to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, over irregular routes, trans¬ 
porting: Treated and untreated wooden 
poles and piling, from points In Arkansas, 
Texas, and Louisiana, to points in Missis¬ 
sippi. Tennessee, Indiana, Michigan, Illi¬ 
nois, Missouri, Colorado, Kansas. 
Nebraska. Oklahoma, and Kentucky. Ap¬ 
plicant is authorized to transport lumber 
and wooden pallets from specified points 
in Arkansas and Louisiana to pioints hi 
Oklahoma, Texas. Kansas, Missouri, 
Louisiana, and Tennessee. 

Note: Applicznt states the above commodi¬ 
ties wlU be untreated at origin, treated at 
points in minols. and delivered td points In 
named destination states. 

HEARING: September 30. 1957, at the 
U. S. Court Rooms, Little Rock. Ark., 
before Examiner Michael Driscoll. 

No. MC 109365 (Sub No. 15). filed Au¬ 
gust 5, 1957, RONALD A. PATTERSON, 
doing business as ANTHONY & PATTER- 
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SON TRUCK LINE, P. O. Box 15, Ash¬ 
down, Ark. Applicant’s attorney: Louis 
Tarlowski, Rector Building, Little Rock, 
Ark. For authority to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, over irregular routes, trans¬ 
porting: Lumber, wooden pallets, fabric 
cated wooden products, wooden boxes, 
poles, piling, treated and untreated, and 
treated timbers, between points in Ar¬ 
kansas and Louisiana, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in Mississippi, 
Tennessee, Indiana, Michigan, Illinois, 
Missouri, Colorado, Kansas. Nebraska, 
Texas, Oklahoma, and Kentucky. Appli¬ 
cant is authorized to transport lumber 
and wooden pallets from specified points 
in Arkansas and Louisiana, to points in 
Oklahoma, Texas, Kansas, Missouil, 
Louisiana, and Tennessee. 

HEARING: September 30, 1957, at the 
U. S. Court Rooms, Little Rock. Ark., be¬ 
fore Examiner Michael Driscoll. 

No. MC 110505 (Sub No. 31), filed June 
21, 1957. RINGLE TRUCTC LINES. INC., 
601 South Grant Avenue, Fowler, Ind. 
Applicant’s attorney: Robert C. Smith, 
512 Illinois Building, Indianapolis 4. Ind. 
For authority to operate as a common 
carrier, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Sugar, in bags and in packages, from 
Gramercy, Reserve, Supreme, Matliews. 
New Orleans, and Houma, La., and points 
within two miles of Houma, La., to points 
in Tennessee. Kentucky, Indiana, Illi¬ 
nois, and Wisconsin, and damaged or re¬ 
jected shipments of sugar from the above 
destination territory to the above-speci¬ 
fied origin points. ♦ 

HEARING: October 11, 1957, at the 
Jung Hotel, New Orleans, La., before Ex¬ 
aminer Michael Driscoll. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub No. 340), filed 
July 26. 1957. CHEMICAL TANK LINES. 
INC., 520 East Lancaster Avenue. Down- 
ingtown. Pa. Applicant’s attorney: Ger¬ 
ald L. Phelps, Munsey Building, Wash¬ 
ington 4, D. C. For authority to operate 
as a common carrier, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Acids and Chemi¬ 
cals, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
Wurtland, Ky., to Washington. W. Va., 
and Marietta, Ohio. Applicant is 
authorized to conduct operations in 
Maryland, New Jersey. New York, 
Pennsylvania, Delaware, West Virginia. 
Kentucky, Ohio. Michigan. IlUnois, In¬ 
diana, Virginia, North Carolina. Tennes¬ 
see, Connecticut, Massachusetts, Rhode 
Island, District of Columbia. Alabama. 
Minnesota, Missouri, South Carolina, 
Wisconsin. Georgia, Iowa, and Ai kansas. 

HEARING: September 26, 1957. at the 
New Post Office Building. Columbus, 
Ohio, before Joint Board No. 62. 

No. MC 110981 (Sub No. 1). filed July 
10, 1957. ALFRED BERGMAN AND 
ADOLPH BERGMAN, doing business as 
A. & A. BERGMAN, Pigeon. Mich. Ap¬ 
plicant’s attorney: Robert A. Sullivan, 
2606 Guardian Building. Detroit 26. Mich. 
For authority to operate as a contract 
carrier, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Poultry feed, from Bad Axe and 
Reed City, Mich., to port of entry on the 
International Boundary line between the 
United States and Canada, at or near 
Port Huron, Mich. 

HEARING: October 10, 1957, at the 
Olds Hotel. Lansing, Mich., before Joint 
Board No. 163. 


No. MC 111320 (Sub No. 31). filed Au¬ 
gust 8, 1957, CURTIS KEAL TRANS¬ 
PORT COMPANY, INC., East 54th Street 
and Cleveland Shoreway, Cleveland, 
Ohio. Applicant’s representative: G. H. 
Dilla, 3350 Superior Avenue. Cleveland 
14, Ohio. For authority to operate as a 
common carrier, over irregular routes. 
transp>orting: Road building and earth 
moving equipment and parts thereof 
when moving with such equipment, and 
additional attachments not a part of the 
shipment being transported, in truck- 
away service, between Findlay. Ohio, and 
points in Alabama, Arkansas, Connec¬ 
ticut, Delaware, Florida, Georgia. Illinois, 
Indiana, Iowa, Kansas. Kentucky. Loui¬ 
siana. Maine. Maryland. Massachusetts, 
Michigan. Minnesota, Mississippi, Mis¬ 
souri, Nebraska, New Hampshire. New 
Jersey, New York, North Carolina. North 
Dakota, Ohio, Oklahoma. Pennsylvania, 
Rhode Island, South Carolina, South Da¬ 
kota, Tennessee. Texas, Vermont. Vir¬ 
ginia, West Virginia. Wisconsin, and the 
District of Columbia. 

Note: Applicant states that It Is already 
authorized to transport road building and 
earth moving equipment and parts thereof, 
when moving with such equipment. In drive- 
away service, between the points named 
above. Applicant is authorized to conduct 
operations throughout the United States. 

HEARING: October 8, 1957, at the 
offices of the Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission. Washington. D. C., before Ex¬ 
aminer Alfred B. Hurley. 

No. MC 111957 (Sub No. 1), filed July 
1, 1957, DANIEL B. GABERDIEL, 
DANIEL B. GABERDIEL, JR., and PAUL 
G. GABERDIE L. a partnership, doing 
business as DANIEL B. GABERDIEL & 
SONS. Spencerville. Ohio. Applicant’s 
attorney; James M. Burtch, 44 East 
Broad Street, Columbus 15, Ohio. For 
authority to operate as a common car¬ 
rier, over irregular routes, transporting: 
(1) Decorative trim and hardware, from 
Spencerville and Edgerton, Ohio, to St. 
Joseph. Mich.: and from Winchester, 
Ind., to Clyde. Ohio; (2) zinc die cast¬ 
ings, from Holland, Bangor and Benton 
•Harbor, Mich., to Spencerville, Ohio; 
and (3) steel stampings, from Clyde, 
Ohio, to Winchester, Ind.; and damaged, 
rejected and returned shipments of the 
above specified commodities from the 
above named destination points to the 
above named origin points. 

HEARING: September 26, 1957, at the 
New Post Office Building, at Columbus, 
Ohio, before Joint Board No. 9. 

No. MC 112223 (Sub No. 36), filed July 
23. 1957, QUICKIE TRANSPORT COM¬ 
PANY. 1121 South Seventh Street, Min¬ 
neapolis, Minn. For authority to oper¬ 
ate as a common carrier, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Petroleum and pe¬ 
troleum products and all derivatives 
thereof, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
Duluth, Minn., and points in Minnesota 
within 25 miles thereof, to points in 
North Dakota, the Upper Peninsula of 
Michigan, points in Wisconsin, and those 
in Minnesota on and south of Minnesota 
Highway 23. and ports of entry on the 
International boundaiv line between the 
United States and Canada at or near 
Pigeon River, International Palls and 
Noyes. Minn., and damaged shipments 


of the above described commodities on 
return. Applicant is authorized to con¬ 
duct operations in Minnesota, Iowa, Wis¬ 
consin, North Dakota, and South 
Dakota. 

HEARING: September 30, 1957, at the 
Federal Court Building. Marquette Ave¬ 
nue. South and Third Streets. Min¬ 
neapolis, Minn., before Examiner Leo W. 
Cunningham. 

No. MC 112497 (Sub No. 96). filed Au¬ 
gust 19, 1957, HEARIN TANK LINES, 
INC., 6440 Rawlins Street, Baton Rouge, 
La. For authority to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, over irregular routes, trans¬ 
porting: Rosin sizing, from Baxley, Ga., 
and points within 5 miles of Baxley, to 
Cantonment, Fla. Applicant is author¬ 
ized to conduct operations in Louisiana, 
Mississippi, Arkansas. Alabama. Florida, 
Georgia, Tennessee, California. Ohio, 
New York, Texas, South Carolina, Mis¬ 
souri, North Carolina, Illinois, and 
Indiana. 

HEARING: October 1. 1957. at Peach¬ 
tree-Seventh Building. 50 Seventh Street 
NE., Atlanta, Ga., before Joint Board 
No. 64. 

No. MC 112750 (Sub No. 23). filed 
August 5, 1957, ARMORED CARRIER 
CORPORATION, De Bevolse Building, 
Bayside, L. I.. N. Y. Applicant’s attor¬ 
ney: James K. Knudson, Sundial House, 
1821 Jefferson Place, Washington 6. D. C. 
For authority to operate as a contract 
carrier, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Such commercial papers, documents 
and written instruments, as are used in 
the businesses of banks and banking in¬ 
stitutions when transported in con¬ 
tainers other than trace-alarm bags and 
in vehicles other than armored vehicles, 

(1) between Washington. D. C., Balti¬ 
more, Md., and Philadelphia, Pa., and 

(2) between Philadelphia, Pa., on the one 
hand, and, on the other, Bel Air. Rising 
Sun, Havre de Grace, Aberdeen and 
Elkton, Md. Applicant Is authorized to 
conduct operations in Connecticut, Dela- 
w'are, Massachusetts, New Jersey, New 
York, Ohio. Pennsylvania, Virginia. West 
Virginia, and the District of Columbia. 

Note: Any duplication with present au¬ 
thority ^should be eliminated. 

HEARING: October 3. 1957, at the Of¬ 
fices of the Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, Washington, D. C., before 
Examiner Prank R. Saltzman. 

No. MC 112977 (Sub No. 2), filed July 
25, 1957, N. A. SIMS, doing business as 
SIMS TRANSFER COMPANY, 127 East 
St. John Street. Spartanburg, S. C. Ap¬ 
plicant’s attorney; Robert R. Odom, 120 
Walnut Street. Spartanburg. S. C. For 
authority to operate as a contract car¬ 
rier, over irregular routes, transporting: 
Concrete pipe, from Spartanburg, S. C., 
to points in Buncombe, Burke, Clay, 
Cleveland, Gaston. Haywood. Hender¬ 
son. Jackson. Macon, McDowell. Polk. 
Rutherford, Transylvania. Cherokee. 
Graham. Swain, Madison, Yancey, and 
Mitchell Counties. N. C. Applicant is 
authorized to transport similar com- 
‘modities in Georgia, North Carolina and 
South Carolina. 

HEARING: October 1. 1957, at the 
U. S. Court Rooms, Columbia, S. C., be¬ 
fore Joint Board No. 2, or, if the Jbint 






6950 


NOTICES 


Board waives its right to participate, 
before Examiner William E. Messer. 

No. MC 113265 (Sub No. 2), filed July 
22. 1957. ATLANTA-ASHEVILLE MO¬ 
TOR EXPRESS, INC., 1010 North Ave¬ 
nue NW., Atlanta. Ga. Applicant's at¬ 
torney: R. J. Reynolds, Jr., 1403 Citizens 
& Southern National Bank Building. At¬ 
lanta 3, Ga. For authority to operate 
as a comvion carrier, over a regular 
route, transporting: General coinmodi- 
ties, including articles of unusual value, 
commodities in bulk, and those requiring 
special equipment, but excluding Class 
A and B explosives, and household goods 
as defined by the Commission, between 
Hollywood, Ga., and Toccoa, Ga., over 
Georgia Highway 17, serving all inter¬ 
mediate points, and the off-route points 
of the sites of the Coats & Clark. Inc., 
plant and the LeTourneau-Westinghouse 
Company plant. Applicant is authorized 
to transport similar commodities in 
Georgia and North Carolina. 

Note: Applicant states that the site of the 
Coats & Clark. Inc., plant is located approx- 
lately three and one-half (3*A) miles south 
of Toccoa. on Georgia Highway 106 and 
the site of the LeTourneau-Westinghouse 
Company plant Is located approximately five 
(5) miles east of Toccoa on U. 8. Highway 
123. 

HEARING: September 30. 1957, at 
Peachtree-Seventh Building. 50 Seventh 
Street NE., Atlanta, Ga., before Joint 
Board No. 101. 

No. MC 113336 (Sub No. 14). filed July 
18. 1957, PETROLEUM TRANSIT COM¬ 
PANY, INC., East 2d Street, Lumberton, 
N. C. Applicant’s attorney: James E. 
Wilson. Perpetual Bldg., 1111 E Street 
NW., Washington 4, D. C. For author¬ 
ity to operate as a common carrier, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Asphalt, 
in bulk, in tank vehicles, from Savannah, 
Ga., to Tampa, Fla. Applicant is au¬ 
thorized to transport petroleum prod¬ 
ucts in bulk, and containers, and asphalt 
in truckload lots from and to specified 
points in Georgia. Maryland, South Caro¬ 
lina. and North Carolina. 

HEARING: October 1. 1957. at Peach¬ 
tree-Seventh Building. 50 Seventh Street 
NE.. Atlanta, Ga., before Joint Board 
No. 64. 

No. MC 113410 (Sub No. 14). filed 
August 2. 1957, DAHLEN TRANSPORT, 
INC., 875 North Prior Avenue, St. Paul 
4, Minn. Applicant’s attorneys: John R. 
Sims. Jr., and Gerald L. Phelps, Munsey 
Building. Washington 4, D. C. For au¬ 
thority to operate as a common carrier, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Fertilizer compounds, fertilizer, fertilizer 
ingredieiits, liquid fertilizer and fertilizer 
ammoniating solutions including but not 
limited to anhydrous ammonia, aqua am- 
monia, nitrogen solutions and nitrogen 
solids, liquid sulphur and sulphur prod¬ 
ucts. either dry or In liquid form, in bulk, 
in tank or hopper-type vehicles, from 
Pine Bend, Minn, and points within two 
(2) miles of Pine Bend, to points in Illi¬ 
nois. Wisconsin, Nebraska, North Dakota, 
South Dakota, Iowa, and those in that 
portion of Minnesota on and east of U. S. 
Highway 53 between Duluth. Minn, and 
the United States-Canada International 
boundary line; petroleum and petroleum 
products, and all derivatives thereof, in 


bulk, in tank vehicles, from Pine Bend, 
Minn, and points within two (2) miles of 
Pine Bend, Savage. Minn, and St. Paul- 
Minneapolis. Minn, and points within ten 
(10) miles thereof, to that portion of 
Minnesota on and east of U. S. Highway 
53 between Duluth, Minn, and the United 
States-Canada International Boundary 
line. Applicant is authorized to trans¬ 
port petroleum products in Minnesota. 
Wisconsin, and North Dakota. 

HEARING: October 1. 1957. at the 
Federal Court Building, Mai*quette Ave¬ 
nue, South, and Third Streets, Minne¬ 
apolis. Minn., before Examiner Leo W. 
Cunningham. 

No. MC 113410 (Sub No. 15). filed 
August 2. 1957. DAHLEN TRANSPORT, 
INC., 875 North Prior Avenue, St. Paul 4. 
Minn. Applicant’s attorneys: John R. 
Sims. Jr., and Gerald L. Phelps, Munsey 
Building, Washington 4, D. C. For au¬ 
thority to operate as a common carrier, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Petroleum and petroleum products, and 
all derivatives thereof, in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, from Duluth, Minn, and points 
within 25 miles thereof, to points in 
North Dakota and Wisconsin, those in 
the Upper Peninsula of Michigan and 
those in Minnesota lying on. south and 
east of Minnesota Highway 23, and to 
the Ports of Entry between the United 
States and Canada located at or near 
Pigeon River, International Falls, and 
Noyes. Minn. Applicant is authorized 
to conduct operations in Minnesota, Wis- 
con.sin, and North Dakota. 

HEARING: September 30. 1957, at the 
Federal Court Building, Marquette Ave¬ 
nue. South, and Third Streets. Minne¬ 
apolis. Minn., before Examiner Leo W. 
Cunpingham. 

No. MC 114106 (Sub No. 10). filed July 
31, 1957. MAYBELLE TRANSPORT 

COMPANY, Box 461. Salisbui*y Road,^ 
Lexington. N.'C. Applicant’s attorney: 
Clarence D. Todd. 1825 Jefferson Place 
NW., Washington 6, D. C. For authority 
to operate as a common carrier, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Amonia- 
ting nitrogen solutions, in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, from Savannah and Port Went¬ 
worth, Ga., to points in North Carolina 
and South Carolina. Applicant is au¬ 
thorized to conduct operations in North 
Carolina, South Carolina, Virginia. 
Georgia, and Tennessee. 

HEARING: September 27.1957. at the 
North Carolina Utilities Commission, 
State Library Building, Morgan Street. 
Raleigh, N. C.. before Joint Board No. 
130, or. if the Joint Board waives its right 
to participate, before Examiner William 
E. Messer. 

No. MC 115582 (Sub No. 1). filed 
August 2. 1957, DETROIT TERMINAL & 
CARTAGE COMPANY, 3936 Lonyo Ave¬ 
nue Detroit, Mich. Applicant’s at¬ 
torney: V. J. Schaeffner, 4055 Penobscot 
Building, Detroit 26, Mich. For au¬ 
thority to operate as a contract carrier, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Parts, assemblies and materials used in 
the manufacture of motor vehicles by 
Ford Motor Company between Detroit, 
Mich, and the Ford Motor Company 
plant site at Mt. Clemens. Mich. Appli¬ 
cant is authorized to conduct operations 
in Michigan. 


HEARING: October 10, 1957, at the 
Olds Hotel. Lansing, Mich., before Joint 
Board No. 76. 

No. MC 115606 (Republication— clarifi¬ 
cation and correction), filed September 
20. 1955. published page 8062. issue of 
October 26,1955, and amended November 
18, 1955, published page 8800, issue No¬ 
vember 30. 1955 and further amended 
January 12, 1956. published page 566, 
issue of January 25. 1956. 

NORTH CREEK TRUCKING. INC., 
North Creek, N. Y. Applicant’s attorney: 
John J. Brady. Jr., 75 State Street. Al¬ 
bany 7. N. Y. For authority to operate 
as a common carrier over irregular 
routes. 

Through inadvertence the summary of 
the authority sought in this application 
was not accurately set forth in the prior 
publications. The authority sought in 
the application, as amended, is: 

Rough lumber green and dried, lumber 
dunnage, planed lumber, used for flooring 
and shiplap, furniture manufacturing, 
doors, windows, boxes, crates, manufac¬ 
ture of heels for women’s shoes, etc., 
from points in Warren, Essex. Hamilton, 
Franklin. Pulton. Oneida, Herkimer, and 
Lewis Counties. N. Y., to points in New 
York, New Jersey. New Hampshire, 
Massachusetts, Vermont, Connecticut, 
Pennsylvania, and Maine, and wooden 
racks used in the transportation of lum¬ 
ber on return. 

Division 1 of the Commission in the re¬ 
port of August 16, 1957, authorized the 
issuance of a certificate to applicant as 
follows: 

Rough lumber, from points in Warren, 
Essex, Hamilton, Fi*anklin, and Herkimer 
Counties. N. Y., to points in Connecticut, 
Maine, Massachusetts, New Hampshire, 
New Jersey, New York. Pennsylvania, and 
Vermont, and wooden racks used in the 
transportation of rough lumber on 
return. 

An appropriate certificate will be is¬ 
sued to perform the service authorized by 
Division 1 after the elapse of 30 days from 
the date of this publication provided no 
protests and petitions for further hearing 
are received during such period. 

No. MC 115641 (Sub No. 2), filed June 
24, 1957. ROY JACOBSEN AND W. C. 
JACOBSEN, doing business as JACOB¬ 
SEN BROS., 328 Mill Street. Silverton, 
Oreg. Applicant’s attorney: John M. 
Hickson, Failing Building. Portland, 
Oreg. For authority to operate as a con¬ 
tract carrier, over irregular routes, trans¬ 
porting: Lumber, between points In 
Oregon. Washin^n, Idaho, Nevada, 
Wyoming, Colorado. Utah, and Arizona. 
Applicant is authoiized to transport the 
above-specified commodity in Idaho, 
Oregon, and Utah. 

HEARING: September 30. 1957, at 538 
Pittock Block, Portland, Oreg., before 
Examiner F. Roy Linn. 

No. MC 115989 (Sub No. 1). filed June 
7. 1957, MACY L. NELSON, doing busi¬ 
ness as NELSON MOTOR FREIGHT. 
Joy, Ill. For authority to operate as a 
contract carrier, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Facing brick, from Shale 
City. Ill., to points in Marion, St. Charles, 
Callaway and Jefferson Counties, Mo. 
Applicant Is authorized to transport fac- 
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Ing brick from Shale City, HI., to points 
in St. Louis County, Mo. 

HEARWG: October 7. 1957, at Room 
852, U. S. Custom House, 610 South Ca¬ 
nal Street, Chicago, Hi., before Joint 
Board No. 135. 

No. MC 116285 (Sub No. 3), filed Au¬ 
gust 14, 1957, BENNETT TRUCK LINES, 
INC., 9 Broughton Drive, Charleston, 
S. C. Applicant’s attorney: Joseph R. 
Young, Charleston, S. C. For authority 
to operate as a contract carrier, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Glazed tile, 
manufactured stone from limestone base, 
from Charleston, S. C., to all points in 
North Carolina and Florida, and empty 
pallets and refused or defected products, 
on return. 

HEARING: October 1, 1957, at the 
U. S. Court Rooms, Columbia, S. C., be¬ 
fore Examiner William E. Messer. 

No. MC 116514 (Sub No. 1)^ filed May 
31. 1957, EDWARDS TRUCKINO. INC., 
Main Street, Hemingway. S. C. Appli¬ 
cant’s attorney: Jerome P. Askins, Jr., 
Hemingway, S. C. For authority to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, over irregu¬ 
lar routes, transporting: (1) Tobacco 
hogshead materials and box shooks, and 
equipment, materials and supplies used 
in the manufacture of tobacco hogshead 
materials and box shooks. between An¬ 
drews, S. C., and Goldsboro, N. C., and 
points in Georgia, South Carolina, North 
Carolina. Virginia, Kentucky and Ten¬ 
nessee, and (2) fertilizer and fertilizer 
materials, between Wilmington and 
Navassa, N. C., and points within 35 miles 
of Hemingway, S. C. 

HEARING: October 1, 1957, at the 
U. S. Customs Rooms. Columbia, S. C., 
before Examiner William E. Messer. 

No. MC 116706, filed May 29. 1957, 
HOUSE TRAILER TRANSPORT COR¬ 
PORATION, Route 5. Wilkinson Boule¬ 
vard, Charlotte. N. C. Applicant’s at¬ 
torney: Charles T. Myers. 3 Law Build¬ 
ing, Charlotte 2, N. C. For authority to 
operate as a common carrier, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: House 
trailers, between points in Mecklenburg 
and Gaston Counties, N. C.. points in 
Virginia. Tennessee, South Carolina, 
Georgia, and Florida. 

HEARING: September 27, 1957. at the 
North Carolina Utilities Commission, 
State Library Building. Morgan Street, 
Raleigh, N. C., before Examiner William 
E. Messer. 

No. MC 116707, filed May 16. 1957, 
SOLUTT CONSTRUCTION COMPANY, 
INC., 301 Columbia Street, South Bend, 
Ind. Applicant’s attorney: James H. 
Pankow. 800-810 Odd Fellows Building, 
South Bend 1. Ind. For authority to 
operate as a contract carrier, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Transform^ 
ers, oil circuit breakers, regulators and 
other miscellaneous electrical equipment, 
including structural steel, between South 
Bend, Ind., and points in Michigan and 
Indiana within 60 miles of South Bend. 

HEARING: September 27, 1957, at the 
U. S. Court Rooms, at Indianapolis, Ind., 
before Joint Board No. 23. 

No. MC 116710. filed May 31, 1957, 
M. D. ALTGELT and HART F. SI^mH. 
a Partnership, doing business as MIS¬ 
SISSIPPI CHEMICAL EXPRESS. P. O. 
Box 1634, Hattiesburg, Miss. For au¬ 


thority to operate as a contract carrier, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Vir- 
gin sulphuric acid, from Le Moyne. Ala., 
and Baton Rouge. La., to Pontiac, Miss., 
molten sulphur, from Pontiac. Miss., to 
Le Moyne. Ala., and spent sulphuric acid, 
from Pontiac, Miss., to Baton Rouge. La. 

HEARING: October 8. 1957, at the 
Jung Hotel, New Orleans* La., before 
Joint Board No. 165, or, if the Joint 
Board waives its right to psa-ticipate, 
before Examiner Michael Driscoll. 

No. MC 116728. filed June 10, 1957, 
CARL METHENY, doing business as 
METHENY ELEVATOR, R. R. No. 2, 
Bourbon, Ind. Applicant’s attorney: 
Harold J. Bell, 1110-1114 Fletcher Trust 
Building. Indianapolis 4, Ind. For au¬ 
thority to operate as a contract carrier, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Fer¬ 
tiliser and fertilizing materials, in bulk 
or in bags, from Detroit, Mich., and Cairo 
Ohio, and points within 2 miles thereof 
to Bourbon, Indiana, and points within 
5 miles thereof. 

Note: Applicant states that It wlU trans¬ 
port exempt commodities on return. 

HEARING: September 27. 1957, at the 
U. S. Court Rooms, at Indianapolis, Ind., 
before Joint Board No. 9. 

No. MC 116729, filed June 10. 1957, 
ELVIN MURPHY, doing business as 
MURPHY TRUCKING COMPANY, Den¬ 
ver. Ind. Applicant’s attorney: Harold 
J. Bell. 1110-1114 Fletcher Trust Build¬ 
ing, Indianapolis 4, Ind. For authority 
to operate as a contract carrier, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Fertilizer 
and fertilizing materials, in bulk or in 
bags, from Detroit, Mich., and Cairo, 
Ohio, and points within 2 miles of each 
to Bourbon. Indiana, and points within 
2 miles thereof. 

Note: Applicant states that it wUl trans¬ 
port exempt commodities on return. 

HEARING: September 27,1957, at the 
U. S. Court Rooms, at Indianapolis, Ind., 
before Joint Board No. 9. 

No. MC 116740, filed June 14,1957, LEE 
N. HICTKOX', Route No. 3. Casey. 111. For 
authority to or>erate as a common car^ 
rier, over irregular routes, transporting: 
Timber, wood, and timber and wood 
products, from points in Clark. Perry, 
and Clay Counties. Ill., to points in Jef¬ 
ferson County, Ky.; and agricultural fer^ 
tilizers, from points in Floyd County, 
Ind., to points in Clark County, Ill. 

HEARING: October 1. 1957. at the 
U. S. Court Rooms, at Indianapolis, Ind., 
before Joint Board No. 1. 

No. MC 116771, filed June 24, 1957, 
LAWRENCE O. COUSINO, doing busi¬ 
ness as COUSINO BODY SHOP. 5523 
Secor Road, Toledo. Ohio. Applicant’s 
attorney: James A. Baird, Suite 803 
Edison Building. Toledo 4, Ohio. For 
authority to operate as a common car* 
rier, over irregular routes, transporting: 
Damaged and disabled motor vehicles, 
automobiles, trucks, tractors, semitrucks 
and trailers, and hoxise trailers, in truck- 
away service, between points in Saint 
Clair, Macomb, Wayne. Monroe. Len¬ 
awee, Hillsdale. Branch, Saint Joseph, 
Cass, Berrien, Van Buren. Kalamazoo, 
Calhoun. Jackson, Washtenaw. Oakland, 
Livingston, Ingham, Eaton, Barry, Alle- 


gon, Ottawa. Kent. Ionia, Clinton, 
Shiawassee, Genesee, and Lapeer Coun¬ 
ties. Mich., and Williams. Defiance, 
Paulding, Van Wert, Mercer, Darke. 
Preble, Montgomery. Greene, Miami, 
Shelby, Auglaize. Allen. Putnam. HeniT. 
Fulton, Lucas. Wood, Hancock, Hardin, 
Logan. Champaign, Ottawa, Sandusky, 
Seneca, Wyandot, Crawford, Clark, Mad¬ 
ison. Franklin, Union, Marion, Morrow, 
Delaware. Licking, Muskingum, Guern¬ 
sey, Belmont. Erie, Hueon, Richland, 
Ashland. Wayne, Lorain, Cuyahoga, 
Medina. Holmes, Coshocton, Tuscarawas, 
Stark, Portage. Geauga. Lake, Ashtabula, 
Trumbull. Mahoning. Columbiana, Car- 
roll. HaiTison, and Jefferson Counties, 
Ohio. 

HEARING: October 11. 1957, at the 
Olds Hotel, Lansing, Mich., before Joint 
Board No. 57. 

No. MC 116775, filed June 26. 1957, 
STANLEY KUBICKI. doing business as 
McFARREN CARTAGE, 140 12th Street. 
Room 223, Detroit, Mich. Applicant’s 
attorney: Robert A. Sullivan, 2606 
Guardian Building. Detroit 26. Mich, 
For authority to operate as a common 
carrier, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Meat, meat products and meat by* 
products, as defined in 61 M. C. C. 209, 
from Detroit, Mich., to points in Michi¬ 
gan within the area bounded by the 
Ohio-Michigan State line on the South. 
U. S. Highway 127 and U. S. Highway 27 
on the West and Michigan Highway 46 
on the North. 

HEARING: October 9.1957, at the Olds 
Hotel, Lansing, Mich., before Joint 
Board No. 76. 

No. MC 116776, filed June 26, 1957. 
ARTHUR STROYAN. 227 Evans Avenue. 
De Kalb, Ill. Applicant’s attorney: Lewis 
M. Long, Sandwich, Ill. For authority 
to operate as a common carrier, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Animal, 
pigeon, and poultry feed, fly spray and 
mange oil, feed ingredients for the man* 
ufacture of animal, pigeon and poultry 
feeds, in bulk or in containers, between 
Burlington,Wis., and points in De Kalb, 
Lee, La Salle, Ogle, and Whiteside Coun¬ 
ties, Ill. 

Note: Applicant states he proposes to 
transport Animal, pigeon, and poultry feed, 
and fly spray and mange oil. in bulk, or in 
containers, on the 8outh>bound operation, 
from Burlington, Wis.. to the above-spec!fled 
points in Illinois; on the north-bound oper¬ 
ation applicant proposes to transport Feed 
ingredients for the manufacture of animal, 
pigeon, and poultry feed, from the above- 
specified points in Iliinols to Burlington, 
Wis. 

HEARING: October 4. 1957. at Room 
852, U. S. Customs House, 610 South 
Canal Street, Chicago, HI., before Joint 
Board No. 13. 

No. MC 116778, filed June 27. 1957, 
FLOYD R. BEARD, Denmark. S. C. Ap¬ 
plicant’s attorney: Julius B. Ness, Bam¬ 
berg, S. C. For authority to operate as 
a common carrier, over irregular routes, 
transporting: (1) Brick, from Augusta, 
Ga., to Denmark. S. C., and points within 
15 miles thereof: (2) Fertilizer, from 
Savannah, Ga., to Denmark. S. C., and 
points within 15 miles thereof; (3) Cot* 
ton seed hulls, from Augusta, and Savan¬ 
nah, Ga., to Denmark, S. C., and points 
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within 15 miles thereof; (4) Cotton seed 
meal and other cotton seed products from 
Augusta and Savannah, Ga., to Den¬ 
mark, S. C., and points within 15 miles 
thereof; (5) Insecticides, from points in 
Alabama, Georgia, Florida, North Caro¬ 
lina and Virginia to Denmark, S. C. and 
points within 15 miles thereof; (6) Nitro^ 
gen, from Hopewell, Va.. and points in 
Georgia and Florida to Denmark. S. C. 
and points within 15 miles thereof; (7) 
Fish meal, from points in Florida to Den¬ 
mark,, S. C. and points within 15 miles 
thereof; (8) Cotton gin machinery, from 
Atlanta, Ga., to Denmark, S. C. and 
points within 15 miles thereof; (9) Cof- 
ton bagging and ties, from Charlotte, 
N. C., and Atlanta. Ga., to Denmark, S. C. 
and points within 15 miles thereof: (10) 
Cucumbers, in brine and finished pickles, 
from Denmark, S. C. to points in North 
Carolina. Georgia, Florida, Alabama and 
Tennessee; (11) Furniture, from Den¬ 
mark. S. C. to points in Georgia, North 
Carolina, Tennessee. Florida. Virginia. 
Maryland, Ohio, Alabama, Mississippi, 
and Louisiana. 

HEARING: October 2.1957, at the U. S. 
Court Rooms. Columbia, S. C., before 
Examiner William E. Messer. 

No. MC 116797 (Sub No. 1). filed Au¬ 
gust 1. 1957. A. E. CARTER, doing busi¬ 
ness as SOUTHERN PINE EXPRESS. 
U. S. Highway 52. Gold HiU, N. C. For 
authority to operate as a contract car¬ 
rier, over irregular routes, transporting: 
Livestock, dehydrated cattle manure 
(Fertal-Gro). and alfalfa meal, from the 
site of Maegeo Farms, Inc., near Lexing¬ 
ton, N. C., to points in Maryland, Dis¬ 
trict of Columbia, West Virginia, 
Kentucky, Virginia, Tennessee. North 
Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia, Ala¬ 
bama and Florida; fertilizer, from Co¬ 
lumbia and Charleston, S. C., Danville 
and Norfolk, Va., Wilmington, N. C., and 
Savannah, Ga., to the site of Maegeo 
Farms. Inc., near Lexington, N. C.; rock 
phosphate, from Port Pierce. Fla., to the 
site of Maegeo Farms, Inc., near Lex¬ 
ington. N. C.; citrus pulp from Dade City, 
Fla., to the site of Maegeo Farms, Inc., 
near Iicxington, N. C.; and slag (iron and 
steel flue dust), from Birmingham, Ala., 
to the site of Maegeo Farms, Inc., near 
Lexington, N. C. 

Note: Applicant has common carrier au¬ 
thority in MC 116622. Section 210 may be 
involved. 

HEARING: September 30.1957, at the 
North Carolina Utilities Commi.ssion, 
State Library Building. Morgan Street. 
Raleigh, N. C., before Examiner William 
E. Messer. 

No. MC 116820, filed July 19. 1957, 
MOTOR TRUCK AND EQUIPMENT 
COMPANY. INC.. Raleigh Highway. 
Sanford, N. C. Applicant's Attorney: 
J. Allen Harrington, Perry Building, 
Sanford. N. C. For authority to operate 
as u common carrier, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Lumber, rough and 
dreased, both hardwood and yellow pine, 
(1) from points in that portion of North 
Carolina beginning at the North Caro- 
11 na-Virginia State line, near Mt. Airy, 
N. C.. and extending in a southerly di¬ 
rection along U. S. Highway 52 to Win¬ 
ston-Salem, N. C., thence along U. S. 


Highway 158 to Mocksvllle. N. C., thence 
along U. S. Highway 70 to Statesville, 
N. C., thence along U. S. Highway 21 to 
the North Carolina-South Carolina State 
line and continue along U. S. Highway 
21 to Columbia. S. C.. thence in an east¬ 
erly direction along U. S. Highway 378, 
through Sumter. S. C.. to Conway, S. C., 
thence along South Carolina Highway 
90 to Little River, S. C., thence in a north¬ 
easterly direction along U. S. Highway 
17 to the South Carolina-North Caro¬ 
lina State line, thence continue along 
U. S. Highway 17 to Williamston, N. C., 
thence along North Carolina Highway 
125 to junction U. S. Highway 301, thence 
along U. S. Highway 301 to the North 
Carolina-Virginia State line, thence 
along the North Carolina-Virginia State 
line to point of beginning, including 
points on the indicated portions of the 
highways indicated, to points in Pennsyl¬ 
vania. West Virginia, Ohio. Indiana, Illi¬ 
nois, New York, Connecticut, Rhode Is¬ 
land, Massachusetts. South Carolina. 
Georgia, and Florida, and (2) from 
points in Pennsylvania, West Virginia, 
and New York to points in North Caro¬ 
lina and South Carolina, as described 
above by reference to highway boundary 
lines. 

HEARING: September 30. 1957, at the 
North Carolina Utilities Commission, 
State Library Building, Morgan Street, 
Raleigh, N. C., before Examiner William 
E. Messer. 

No. MC 116805, filed July 10. 1957. RE¬ 
FINERS TRANSPORT. INC., 412 Illinois 
Building, Indianapolis. Ind. Applicant’s 
attorney: William J. Guenther. 1511 
Fletcher Trust Building. Indianapolis. 
Ind. For authority to operate as a com- 
mon carrier, over irregular routes, trans¬ 
porting: Petroleum and petroleum prod¬ 
ucts, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
Champ>aign, Ill. and points within ten 
(10) miles of Champaign, to points in 
Indiana. In Permits Nos. MC 102138 and 
Subs 9, 10, 16, and 18 thereunder, ap¬ 
plicant is authorized to transport petro¬ 
leum products as a contract carrier be¬ 
tween specified ix)ints or territories in 
Illinois and Indiana. Dual operations 
may be involved. 

HEARING: October 2, 1957. at the 
U. S. Court Rooms, at Indianapolis, Ind., 
before Joint Board No. 21. 

No. MC 116825, filed July 22. 1957, 
CAROLINA HAULERS. INC., Windley 
Street. P. O. Box 390. New Bern, N. C. 
For authority to opemte as a contract 
carrier, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Petroleum products, such as gaso¬ 
lines, light heating and other fuel oils, in 
bulk, from Norfolk. Va., to points in 
Beaufort, Bertie. Chowan. Craven, Edge¬ 
combe, Gates, Halifax, Hertford, Jones, 
Lenoir, Martin, Northampton. Pamlico, 
Pasquotank, Perquimans and Pitt Coun¬ 
ties. N. C. Empty containers or other 
such incidental facilities (not specified), 
used in transporting the commodities 
specified, on return. 

HEARING: September 27.1957. at the 
North Carolina Utilities Commission. 
State Library Building. Morgan Street. 
Raleigh, N. C., before Joint Board No. 7, 
or, if the Joint Board waives its right to 
participate, before Examiner William E. 
Messer. 


No. MC 116826, filed July 22. 1957, 
BILLY W. COOK, doing business as 
COOK TRUCKING COMPANY. 109 Elm 
Street, Erlanger, Ky. Applicant’s attor¬ 
ney: Frank Lee Dils, 31 West Eighth 
Street, Covington, Ky. For authority to 
operate as a contract carrier, over regu¬ 
lar routes, transporting: Sand and 
gravel, (1) from Newton, Ohio, to 
Erlanger. Ky.. from Newton over Ohio 
Highway 74 to junction U. S. Highway 
25 (through Cincinnati, Ohio, and Cov¬ 
ington. Ky.) , and thence over U. S. High¬ 
way 25 to Elrlanger; and (2) from Cleves. 
Ohio, over U. S. Highway 50 to junction 
U. S. Highway 25 (through Cincinnati. 
Ohio, and Covington, Ky.), thence over 
U. S. Highway 25 to Erlanger, and re¬ 
turn over the above described routes, 
serving the intermediate point of Cov¬ 
ington, Ky. 

HEARING: September 26, 1957, at the 
New Post Office Building, at Columbus, 
Ohio, before Joint Board No. 37. 

No. MC 116837, filed July 26. 1967. 
WAYNE ALLEN & JAMES YOUNG, 
doing business as C. & J. 'TRUCKING 
CO.. 1621 Alexis Road, Toledo 12, Ohio. 
Applicant’s attorney: Robert A. Sullivan. 
2606 Guai'dian Building, Detroit 26, 
Mich. For authority to operate as a 
contract carrier, over Irregular routes, 
transporting: Fill sand, in dump trucks, 
from points in Monroe County, Mich., 
within 10 miles of the Michigan-Ohio 
boundary line to points in Lucas County, 
Ohio. 

HEARING: October 11. 1957. at the 
Olds Hotel. Lansing, Mich., before Joint 
Board No. 57. 

No. MC 116858, filed August 5, 1957. 
J. & M. LEASING CORP., 646 East 12th 
Street, New York, N. Y. Applicant's 
representative: Bert Collins, 140 Cedar 
Street, New York 6. N. Y. For authority 
to operate as a contract carrier, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Such mer¬ 
chandise as is distributed by a premium 
stamp redemption center in redemption 
of stamps, and in connection therewith 
equipment, materials and supplies used 
in the conduct of such business, from 
Metuchen, N. J.. to New York. N. Y.. and 
points on Long Island, N. Y., those in 
Pennsylvania on and east of U. S. High¬ 
way 15. Baltimore, Md., and Wilming¬ 
ton, Del.; and from New York. N. Y.. to 
Metuchen, N. J.; and returned shipments 
of the commodities specitied and pre¬ 
mium stamp books with stamps at¬ 
tached, from New York, N. Y., and points 
on Long Island, N. Y., points in Pennsyl¬ 
vania on and east of U. S. Highway 15. 
Baltimore, Md., and Wilmington, Del., to 
Metuchen, N. J. RESTRICTION: Pro¬ 
posed service to be limited to service 
wherein motor vehicles, accompanied by 
drivers employed by carrier and who op¬ 
erate such vehicles, are assigned to 
shipper, the business of such shipper is 
the redemption of premium stamps un¬ 
der continuing contract for the exclusive 
use of shipper in transporting such ship¬ 
per’s property. 

HEARING: October 2, 1957, at the 
Offices of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Washington, D. C., before 
Examiner Alvin H. Schutrumpf. 
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MOTOR CARRIERS OF PASSENGERS 

No. MC 3647 (Sub No. 219). filed 
August 7. 1957, PUBLIC SERVICE CO¬ 
ORDINATED TRANSPORT, a Corpora¬ 
tion. 180 Boyden Avenue, Maplewood, 
N. J, Applicant’s attorney: Frederick M. 
Broadfoot. same address as above. For 
authority to operate as a common carrier, 
over regular routes, transporting: Pas- 
sengers and their baggage, and express 
and newspapers, in the same vehicle with 
passengers, between Bayonne, N. J., and 
Jersey City, N. J.: (1) beginning at junc¬ 
tion Avenue “C” and West First Street. 
Bayonne, N. J. over Avenue ^’C” to West 
Fifth Street, thence over West Fifth 
Street to Broadway, thence over Broad¬ 
way to West 10th Street, thence over 
West 10th Street to Avenue “C”. thence 
over Avenue ‘*C” to Merritt Street in 
Jersey City. N. J., thence over Merritt 
Street to Old Bergen Road, thence 
over Old Bergen Road to Rose Ave¬ 
nue, thence over Rose Avenue to Long 
Street, thence over Long Street to Jack- 
son Avenue, thence over Jackson Avenue 
to Communipaw Avenue, thence over 
Communipaw Avenue to Monticello Ave¬ 
nue, thence over Monticello Avenue to 
Fairmount Avenue, thence over Fair- 
mount Avenue to Bergen Avenue and 
thence over Bergen Avenue to junction 
Sip Avenue. Jersey City, N. J.. ajid re¬ 
turn over the same route, serving all 
intermediate points; (2) from junction 
Avenue “C” and Schley Street (New Jer¬ 
sey Turnpike Marginal Road), Jersey 
City. N. J., over Schley Street, New Jersey 
Turnpike Marginal Road) to Garfield 
Avenue, thence over Garfield Avenue to 
Broadway, Bayonne, N. J., thence over 
Broadway to East 53d Street, thence over 
East 53d Street to Avenue “E”, thence 
over Avenue “E” to Bayonne Interchange 
No. 14 A of the New Jersey Turnpike. Jer¬ 
sey City, N. J.. thence over New Jersey 
Turnpike (Bayonne Interchange No. 
14A) and New Jersey 'Turnpike to junc¬ 
tion 12th Street and Jersey Avenue, Jer¬ 
sey City. N. J., returning from junction 
14th Street and Jersey Avenue-New 
Jersey 'Turnpike, Jersey City. N. J.. over 
New Jersey 'Turnpike to Bayonne Inter¬ 
change No. 14A, thence over Bayonne 
Interchange No. 14A to Avenue “E”. 
Bayonne, N. J., thence over Avenue "E’* 
to East 53d Street, thence over East 53d 
Street to Broadway, thence over Broad¬ 
way to Garfield Avenue. Jersey City, 
N. J., thence over Garfield Avenue to 
Schley Street (New Jersey Turnpike 
Marginal Road), thence over Schley 
Street (New Jersey Turnpike Marginal 
Road) to junction Avenue "C". to Jersey 
City, N. J., serving all intermediate 
points; (3) from junction Communipaw 
Avenue and Monticello Avenue, Jersey 
City. N. J., over Communipaw Avenue to 
Grand Street, thence over Grand Street 
to Jersey Avenue, thence over Jersey 
Avenue to Eighth Street, thence over 
Eighth Street, to West Hamilton Place, 
thence over West Hamilton Place to 
Ninth Street, thence over Ninth Street to 
Jersey Avenue, thence over Jersey Ave¬ 
nue to junction 12th Street, Jersey City. 
N. J., returning from junction 14th Street 
and Jersey Avenue.^ersey City. N. J., over 
Jersey Avenue to Ninth Street, thence 
over Ninth Street to East Hamilton Place. 


thence over East Hamilton Place to 
Eighth Street, thence over Eighth Street 
to Jersey Avenue, thence over Jersey 
Avenue to Grand Street, thence over 
Grand Street to Communipaw Avenue, 
thence over Communipaw Ave. to junc¬ 
tion Monticello Avenue., Jersey City, 
N. J.. serving all intermediate points. Ap¬ 
plicant is authorized to conduct pas¬ 
senger operations in New Jersey. New 
York, Pennsylvania, Virginia, the Dis¬ 
trict of Columbia, Delaware, Maryland, 
Connecticut. Maine. Massachusetts, New 
Hampshire, Rhode Island, and Vermont. 

HEARING: October 21. 1957, at the 
New Jersey Board of Public Utility Com¬ 
missioners, State Oflace Building. Ray¬ 
mond Boulevard, Newark, N. J., before 
Joint Board No. 119. 

No. MC 3647 (Sub No. 220), filed 
August 7, 1957. PUBLIC SERVICE CO- 
ORDINA'TED TRANSPORT, a Corpora¬ 
tion, 180 Boyden Avenue, Maplewood. 
N. J. Applicant’s attorney: Frederick 
M. Broadfoot, same address as above. 
For authority to operate as a common 
carrier, over regular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Passengers and their baggage, and 
express and newspapers, in the same ve¬ 
hicle with passengers, within Jersey 
City, N. J.: from junction Communipaw 
Avenue and Hudson County Boulevard, 
Jersey City, N. J., over Communipaw 
Avenue to Grand Street, thence over 
Grand Street to Jersey Avenue, thence 
over Jersey Avenue to Eighth Street, 
thence over Eighth Street to West Ham¬ 
ilton Place, thence over West Hamilton 
Place to Ninth Street, thence over Ninth 
Street to Jersey Avenue, and thence over 
Jersey Avenue to junction 12th Street. 
Jersey City. N. J.. returning from junc¬ 
tion 14th Street and Jersey Avenue, Jer¬ 
sey City, N. J., over Jersey Avenue to 
Ninth Street, thence over Ninth Street 
to East Hamilton Place, thence over East 
Hamilton Place to Eighth Street, thence 
over Eighth Street to Jersey Avenue, 
thence over Jersey Avenue to Grand 
Street, thence over Grand Street to Com¬ 
munipaw Avenue, and thence over Com- 
mimipaw Avenue to junction Hudson 
County Boulevard, Jersey City, N. J., 
serving all intermediate points. Appli¬ 
cant is authorized to conduct passenger 
operations in New Jersey. New York, 
Pennsylvania. Virginia, the District of 
Columbia, Delaware, Maryland, Con¬ 
necticut. Maine. Massachusetts, New 
Hampshire, Rhode Island, and Vermont. 

HEARING: October 25. 1957. at the 
New Jersey Board of Public Utility Com¬ 
missioners. State Office Building. Ray¬ 
mond Boulevard, Newark, N. J., before 
Joint Board No. 119. 

No. MC 28680 (Sub No. 12). filed April 
18. 1957, JORDON BUS COMPANY. Jor¬ 
dan Terminal Building, Hugo, Okla. 
Applicant's attorney: Max G. Morgan. 
443 American Nat’l. Building, Oklahoma 
City 2, Okla. For authority to operate 
as a common carrier, over regular routes, 
transporting: Passengers and their bag* 
gage, and express and mail in the same 
vehicle with passengers, between Ant¬ 
lers, Okla., and Fort Smith, Ark., over 
U. S. Highway 271, serving all interme¬ 
diate points. Applicant is authorized to 
conduct operations in Oklahoma, Texas, 
and Arkansas. 


HEARING: October 2. 1957. at the 
U. S. Court Rooms, Little Rock, Ark., 
before Joint Board No. 217, or, if the 
Joint Board waives its right to partici¬ 
pate, before Examiner Michael Driscoll. 

No. MC 29623 (Sub No. 24), filed July 
15. 1957, SOUTHEASTERN STAGES, 
INC., 457-463 Piedmont Avenue NE., At¬ 
lanta 8. Ga. For authority to operate 
as a common carrier, over* a regular 
route, transporting: Passengers and their 
baggage, and package express, newspa* 
pers, and mail, in the same vehicle with 
passengers, between junction U. S. High¬ 
ways 17 and 17-A, approximately seven 
(7) miles south of Hardeeville, S. C., 
and Savannah, Ga., over U. S. Highway 
17-A (a total distance of approximately 
six (6) miles, serving all intermediate 
points.) Applicant is authorized to con¬ 
duct operations in Georgia and South 
Carolina. 

Note: Applicant states that the above 
route wUl avoid congested commercial traffic 
in Savannah. 

HEARING: October 1.1957, at Peach¬ 
tree-Seventh Building, 50 Seventh Street 
NE.. Atlanta. Ga., before Joint Board 
No. 131. 

No. MC 104326 (Sub No. 1), filed Au¬ 
gust 19. 1957, SAFEWAY 'TRAILS, INC., 
820 T Street NE., Washington. D. C. 
Applicant’s attorney: Edward G. Villa- 
Ion, Continental Building. 14th at K 
Northwest, Washington 5. D. C. For au¬ 
thority to operate as a contract carrier, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Pas* 
sengers and their baggage, between 
points within the territory authorized 
as an origin territory for charter oper¬ 
ations in the State of Maryland and the 
District of Columbia and points in the 
territory now authorized to be served in 
charter operations in the District of Co¬ 
lumbia, the states of Maryland, Virginia. 
North Carolina, Pennsylvania, Delaware, 
New Jersey, and New York. Applicant 
is authorized to conduct similar opera¬ 
tions as a common carrier in the States 
of New York, New Jersey, Maryland, 
Pennsylvania, Delaware, and the District 
of Columbia. 

HEARING: September 30, 1957, at the 
Offices of the Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, Washington. D. C., before Ex¬ 
aminer Allen W. Hagerty. 

No. MC 116248 (Sub No. 2). filed July 
22. 1957. G. W. CONNER, doing business 
as CONNER BUSLINES. 1302 Tremont 
Street, Poplar Bluff, Mo. Applicant’s 
attorney: J. R. Rose, Jefferson City, Mo. 
For authority to operate as a common 
carrier, over a regular route, transport¬ 
ing: Passengers and their baggage, and 
express, mail, and newspapers, in the 
same vehicle with passengers, between 
Cairo, Ill., and Paducah, Ky., from Cairo 
over U. S. Highway 62 to Wickliffe. Ky., 
thence over Kentucky Highway 286 to 
junction 62. thence over U. S. Highway 
62 to Paducah, and return over the same 
route, serving Wickliffe. Gage, and Ham¬ 
burg, Ky., as intermediate points. Ap¬ 
plicant is authorized to conduct opera¬ 
tions in Illinois and Missouri. 

HEARING: October 3, 1957, at Room 
852, U. S. (Custom House, 610 South Canal 
Street, Chicago, Ill., before Joint Board 
No. 156. 
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Applications in Which Handling With¬ 
out Oral Huaring is Requested 

MOTOR carriers OF PROPERTY 

No. MC 30319 (Sub No. 82), filed Au¬ 
gust 7, 1957, SOUTHERN PACIFIC 
TRANSPORT COMPANY, a corporation, 
810 North San Jacinto Street. P. O. Box 
4054, Houston. Tex. Applicant’s at¬ 
torney: Edwin N. Bell. 1600 Niels Esper- 
son Building, Houston 2. Tex. For au¬ 
thority to oj>erate as a common carrier, 
over a regular route, transporting: Gen¬ 
eral commodities, including air freight 
having a prior or subseguent movement 
by air, but excluding articles of unusual 
value. Class A and B explosives, house¬ 
hold goods as defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, and those requiring 
special equipment, between Baldwin, La., 
and New Iberia, La., from Baldwin over 
Louisiana Highway 83 to junction Louis¬ 
iana Highway 14, (formerly Louisiana 
Highway 25) thence over Louisiana 
Highway 14 to New Iberia, and return 
over the same route, serving the inter¬ 
mediate points of Choupique. Caneland, 
Ashton, Home Place, Glencoe, Florence, 
Ivanhoe, United, Alice B, C? 3 T>remort, 
Footes, Gajan, and Weeks (also known 
as Weeks Island), La., all of which are 
located on Louisiana Highway 83, and 
also serving the termini. Applicant is 
authorized to conduct operations in Lou¬ 
isiana and Texas. 

Note: Applicant states that all the Inter¬ 
mediate points described above are located 
on and served by applicant's affiliate. The 
Texas & New Orleans Railroad, except Ash¬ 
ton. La., Including the termini. Dual opera¬ 
tions or common control may be Involved. 
Duplication with present authority to be 
eliminated. 

No. MC 101126 (Sub No. 80), filed Au¬ 
gust 14. 1957. STILLPASS TRANSIT 
COMPANY, INC., 4967 Spring Grove 
Avenue, Cincinnati 32. Ohio. For au¬ 
thority to operate as a contract carrier, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Fatty acids of vegetable oil, in bulk, in 
insulated stainless steel tank vehicles, 
from St. Bernard, Ohio, to Monsanto. Ill. 

No. MC 109513 (Sub No. 5). filed Au¬ 
gust 12, 1957, CHARLES B. RETZER, 
doing business as BEVERAGE TRANS¬ 
PORTATION COMPANY, 2158 Hamilton 
Avenue, Cleveland, Ohio. Applicant’s 
representative: G. H. Dilla, 3350 Superior 
Avenue, Cleveland 14, Ohio. For au¬ 
thority to operate as a contract carrier, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Wines, in packages, from Hammondsport, 
N. Y., to points in Ohio, except Cleveland, 
Ohio. Empty containers or other such 
incidental facilities used in ti*ansporting 
the commodity specified on return. Ap¬ 
plicant is authorized to transport similar 
commodities between points in Ohio, 
Illinois. Indiana, New Jersey, New York. 
Pennsylvania. Wisconsin, Massachusetts, 
and St. Louis, Mo. 

No. MC 112520 (Sub No. 16), filed Au¬ 
gust 13. 1957, SOUTH STATE OIL CO., a 
Corporation, New Quincy Road, Talla¬ 
hassee. Fla. Applicant’s attorney: Dan 
R. Schwartz, 713 Professional Building, 
Jacksonville 2, Fla. For authority to 
operate as a common carrier, over irregu¬ 
lar routes, transporting: Rosin, resinous 
compounds and resinous oils, pinene, tall 


oil and tall oil products including but not 
limited to tall oil pitch, tall oil fatty acids, 
tall oil rosin, crude tall oil and taU oil 
other than crude in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
from Port St. Joe, Fla., to all points in 
Alabama, Georgia. Louisiana and Missis¬ 
sippi. Applicant is authorized to trans¬ 
port the commodities specified in Ala¬ 
bama and Florida: and other commodi¬ 
ties in those states and in Georgia and 
Mississippi. 

No. MC 116387 (Sub No. 3), filed Au¬ 
gust 5, 1957, ALABAMA TANK LINES. 
INC., P. O. Box 36, Powderly Station, 
Birmingham. Ala. Applicant s repre¬ 
sentative: H. N. Nunnally, 4107 Bells 
Lane, Louisville 11. Ky. For authority to 
operate as a common carrier, over irregu¬ 
lar routes, transporting: Petroleum 
chemicals (chemicals with a petroleum 
base), in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
Chester, Pa., to Birmingham, Ala. Ap¬ 
plicant is authorized to transport other 
commodities in Alabama, Arkansas, 
Florida, Georgia, Kentucky, Louisiana, 
Mississippi, North Carolina, South Caro¬ 
lina, and Tennessee. 

Applications Under Sections 5 and 
210a (b) 

The following applications are gov¬ 
erned by the Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission's Special Rules governing notice 
of filing of applications by motor carriers 
of property or passengers under section 
5 (2) and 210a (b) of the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Act and certain other procedural 
matters with respect thereto. (49 CFR 
1.240) 

MOTOR CARRIERS OF PROPERTY 

No. MC-P 6626, published in the 
August 7,1957, issue of the Federal Reg¬ 
ister on page 6365. Supplement filed 
August 16, 1957, to show joinder of 
CLARENCE P. KAUFFMAN and ROY J. 
MINTEER, both of Jobstown, N. J., as 
tlie persons in control of KAUFFMAN & 
MINTEER, INC. 

No. MC-P 6656, published in the 
August 14,1957, issue of the Federal Reg¬ 
ister on page 6545. Supplement filed 
August 19, 1957, to show joinder of 
MEYER J. BUTENSKY and EMANUEL 
BURTEN, both of 455 West 16th Street, 
New York. N. Y., as persons in control of 
BRANCH MOTOR EXPRESS COM¬ 
PANY. 

No. MC-P 6665 (correction), published 
in the August 21, 1957, issue of the 
Federal Register on page 6736. The 
name of the applicant should have been 
.shown in all instances as SMITH’S 
TRANSFER CORPORATION OF 
STAUNTON, VA. 

No. MC-P 6672. Authority sought for 
purchase by SERVICE TRANSFER & 
STORAGE. INC., Third and Cass Streets, 
Lacrosse, Wis., of the operating rights 
of AUSTIN H. S. TRUCKING. INC., 
(JAMES E. KENNEDY, TRUSTEE), 
doing business as AUSTIN TRUCK 
SERVICE, 11 South La Salle Street, Chi¬ 
cago, Ill., and for acquisition by DAVID 
H. RATNER and PAUL SHRIVER, both 
of Adams Building, Springfield. 111., of 
control of such rights through the pur¬ 
chase. Applicants* attorneys: Axelrod, 
Goodman & Steiner, 39 South La Salle 
Street, Chicago, Ill., and Fi*ancis Clamitz, 


1 North La Salle Street, Chicago, HI. 
Operating rights sought to be trans¬ 
ferred: Structural, architectural and 
ornamental iron, steel and metal work, 
pulpboard boxes, corrugated boxes, non- 
corrugated boxes, wood pulpboard, 
wooden and iron cores, wooden skids, 
wastepaper, roofing, siding, roof and sid¬ 
ing materials and equipment, insulating 
material, wire, wire fencing, other iron 
and steel articles, brick and clay prod¬ 
ucts. face brick, feed, ingredients used in 
the manufacture of feed, malt and car¬ 
bonated beverages, water, shelled corn, 
soy beans, canned goods, prepared foods, 
canned and preserved foodstuffs, equip¬ 
ment, materials and supplies used by, or 
useful to. companies engaged in the can¬ 
ning and preserving of foodstuffs, food¬ 
canning, preserving, and processing 
machinery and equipment, canned vege¬ 
tables, glassware, and glassware covers, 
as a common carrier, over irregular 
routes, from, to or between points and 
areas, varying with the commodity 
transported, in Wisconsin, Illinois, Iowa 
and Minnesota. Vendee is authorized to 
operate as a common carrier in Wiscon¬ 
sin. Minnesota, Illinois, South Dakota, 
Ohio, Michigan, and Indiana. Applica¬ 
tion has been filed for temporary author¬ 
ity under section 210a (b). 

No. MC-P 6673. Authority sought for 
purchase by WILSON FREIGHT FOR¬ 
WARDING COMPANY, 3636 Follett 
Avenue, Cincinnati 23, Ohio, of the op¬ 
erating rights of A. B. & C. MOTOR 
TRANSPORTATION CO., INC., (JOHN 
D. FORD, SAMUEL ROSEN, AND 
ARTHUR T. WASSERMAN, CO-TRUS- 
TEES), 300 Lunenburg Street, Fitch¬ 
burg. Mass., and for acquisition by 
LEONARD S. SHORE. JOSEPH M. 
GANTZ and S. DAVID SHOR, all of Cin¬ 
cinnati. of control of such rights through 
the purchase. Applicants’ attorney: 
Harry C. Ames. Jr., 216 Transportation 
Building, Washington 6. D. C. Operat¬ 
ing rights sought to be transferred: 
General commodities, with certain ex¬ 
ceptions including household goods and 
commodities in bulk, as a common car¬ 
rier over regular routes, between Fitch¬ 
burg. Mass., and New York. N. Y.. be¬ 
tween New Haven, Conn., and the junc¬ 
tion of Massachusetts Highway 15 and 
U. S. Highway 20, between Worcester, 
Mass., and New Haven, Conn., between 
Boston. Mass., and Worcester. Mass., be¬ 
tween Greenfield. Mass., and Springfield, 
Mass., between Greenfield, Mass., and 
Fitchbiu-g, Mass., between Providence. 
R. I., and Fitchburg. Lowell. Clinton and 
Haverhill. Mass., and between Boston, 
Mass., and Albany, N. Y., serving 
certain intermediate and off-route 
points: several alternate routes for op¬ 
erating convenience only; general com¬ 
modities, with certain exceptions includ¬ 
ing household goods and commodities 
in bulk, over Irregular routes, between 
Springfield and Boston, Mass., and 
points in Massachusetts within ten miles 
of Boston, and Albany and Saugerties, 
N. Y., and points in New York within 
15 miles of Albany, on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in Massachusetts: 
new furniture, between Gardner and 
Baldwinsville. Mass., on the one hand, 
and points in Rhode Island on the other; 
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paper and paper products, hot water 
heaters, machine rolls, machinery, oil, 
in containers, rugs, malt beverages, and 
empty malt beverage containers, between 
Springfield. Mass., and points within ten 
miles of Springfield, on the one hand, 
and on the other, Albany and Troy, 
N, Y.; iron and steel wire, from Palmer, 
Mass., to points in Connecticut. Vendee 
is authorized to operate as a common 
carrier in Massachusetts. Pennsylvania, 
New York. Ohio, New Jersey, Maryland, 
West Virginia. Virginia. North Carolina, 
Kentucky, Tennessee, Delaware, In¬ 
diana. Connecticut, Illinois, and the Dis¬ 
trict of Columbia. Application has been 
filed for temporary authority under sec¬ 
tion 210a (b). 

No. MC-P 6674 . Aut hority sought for 
purchase by UNITED TRANSPORTS. 
INC., 4900 North Santa Pe Street, Okla¬ 
homa City. Okla., of a portion of the 
operating rights and certain property 
of MILLS KING, doing business as KINO 
TRANSPORT. 314 Nolan. San Antonio. 
Texas, and for acquisition by ROY G. 
WOODS, also of Oklahoma City, of con¬ 
trol of such rights and property through 
the purchase. Applicants* attorneys: 
James W. Wrape, 2111 Sterick Building, 
Memphis, Tenn., and Ewell Muse. Perry 
Brooks Building, Austin, Texas. Oper¬ 
ating rights sought to be transferred: 
New automobiles, new trucks, and new 
assembled and partially assembled auto- 
vibile chassis, in initial movements, in 
truckaway and driveaway service, as a 
common carrier, over Irregular routes, 
from Flint, Mich., South Bend, and 
Evansville. Ind., and Toledo, Ohio, to 
San Antonio, San Marcos, Austin, La¬ 
redo, and Seguin. Tex.; new automobiles, 
new trucks, and 7iew assembled and par¬ 
tially assembled automobile chassis, in 
initial movements in driveaway service, 
from Detroit, Mich., to San Antonio, San 
Marcos, Austin. Laredo, and Seguin, 
Tex.; new automobiles, new trucks, and 
new assembled and partially assembled 
automobile chassis, in initial movements, 
in truckaway service, from Detroit. 
Mich., and from Willow Run in Wash¬ 
tenaw County, Mich., to certain points 
in Texas; new automobiles, new trucks 
and new^ssembled and partially assem¬ 
bled automobile chassis, in secondary 
movements, by the driveaway and truck¬ 
away methods, from Memphis, Tenn., 
and Houston. Tex., and from points 
within five miles of each to certain 
points in Texas. Vendee is authorized 
to operate as a common carrier in Mis¬ 
souri, Oklahoma, Texas, Indiana. Ohio. 
Kansas, Tennessee. Arizona, and New 
Mexico. Application has been filed for 
temporary authority under section 210a 
(b). 

No. MC“P 6675. Authority sought for 
control and merger by GRAFF TRUCK¬ 
ING COMPANY. INC., 2110 Lake Street, 
P. O. Box 986, Kalamazoo, Mich., of the 
operating rights and property of MICHI- 
CAGO MOTOR EXPRESS. INC., 2929 
North Burdick Street, P. O. Box 6, Kala¬ 
mazoo, Mich., and for acquisition by 

Thomas b. woodworth and fred 

J. BUCKHOUT, both of Kalamazoo, of 
control of such rights and property 
through the transaction. Applicants* 
attorney: Jack Goodman, 39 South La 
No. 167-7 


Salle Street, Chicago 3, HI. Operating 
rights sought to be controlled and 
merged: General commodities, with cer¬ 
tain exceptions including household 
goods and commodities in bulk, as a 
common carrier, over a regular route, 
between Chicago, Ill., and Kalamazoo, 
Mich., serving all intermediate and cer¬ 
tain off-route points. GRAFF TRUCK¬ 
ING COMPANY. INC., is authorized to 
operate as a common carrier in Michi¬ 
gan. Kentucky, Missouri, Iowa, Indiana, 
Illinois. Ohio, and Wisconsin. Applica¬ 
tion has not been filed for temporary 
authority under section 210a (b). 

No. MC-P 6676. Authority sought for 
control and merger by DIXIE HIGH¬ 
WAY EXPRESS, INC., 1600 B Street, 
Meridian, Miss., of the operating rights 
and property of MOHAWK MOTOR 
LINES. INC., doing business as WEHBY 
SYSTEM-MOHAWK MOTOR LINES, 
825 Palmer Place. Nashville 3. Tenn., and 
for acquisition by R. A. GOODLING, also 
of Meridian, of control of such rights 
and property through the transaction. 
Applicants* attorney: R. J. Reynolds. 
Jr., 1403 C & S Bank Building. Atlanta, 
Ga. Operating rights soughts to be con¬ 
trolled and merged: General commodi¬ 
ties, with certain exceptions excluding 
household goods and including commod¬ 
ities in bulk, as a common carrier, over 
regular routes, between Birmingham. 
Ala., and Nashville, Tenn., between 
Nashville. Tenn., and Paducah, Ky., and 
between Hardin. Ky.. and Nashville. 
Tenn,. serving certain intermediate and 
off-route points; general commodities, 
except livestock and commodities which 
require special equipment, between St. 
Louis, Mo., and Paducah. Ky., serving 
certain Intermediate and off-route 
points; general commodities, with cer¬ 
tain exceptions including household 
goods and commodities in bulk, between 
Paducah, Ky., and Cairo. Ill., and be¬ 
tween Louisville, Ky., and Nashville, 
Tenn., serving certain intermediate and 
off-route points; alternate routes for op¬ 
erating convenience only between St. 
Louis. Mo., and West Vienna, Ill., be¬ 
tween St. Louis, Mo., and Hopkinsville, 
Ky.. and between Elizabethtown, Ky., 
and Nashville. Tenn.; empty equipment, 
only between Gadsden. Ala., and Bir¬ 
mingham, Ala., between Attalla, Ala., 
and the junction of U. S. Highway 11 
and Alternate U. S. Highway 11, and 
between Anniston. Ala., and Birming¬ 
ham, Ala.; the commodities classified as 
meats, meat products and meat by-prod¬ 
ucts. dairy products, and articles dis¬ 
tributed by meat-packing houses in 
Modification of Permits, Packing House 
Products, 46 M. C. C. 23. from Nashville, 
Tenn.. to Sylacauga, Ala., serving cer¬ 
tain intermediate points, and the off- 
route point of Jacksonville, Ala.; the 
commodities classified as meats, meat 
products and meat by-products, dairy 
products and articles distributed by 
meat-packing houses, as set forth in the 
appendix to the report in Modification 
of Permits, Packing-House Products, 46 
M. C. C. 23. over irregular routes, from 
Birmingham. Ala., to certain points in 
Alabama. DIXIE HIGHWAY EX¬ 
PRESS. INC., is authorized to operate 
as a common carrier in Mississippi, Ala¬ 


bama. Georgia, Louisiana, and Florida. 
Application has been filed for temporary 
authority under section 210a (b). 

By the Commission, 

[SEAL] Harold D. McCoy, 

Secretary, 

[F, R. Doc. 67-7043; Piled, Aug. 27. 1957; 
8:48 a. m.] 


[Notice 61 

Motor Carrier Alternate Route 
Deviation Notices 

Aucest 23,1957. 

The following letter-notices of propos¬ 
als to operate over deviation routes for 
operating convenience only with no 
service at intennedlate points have been 
filed with the Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, under the Commlsslon*s Devia¬ 
tion Rules Revised, 1957 (49 CFR 211.1 
(c) (8)) and notice thereof to all inter¬ 
ested persons is hereby given as provided 
in such rules <49 CFR 211.1 (d) (4)). 

Protests against the use of any pro¬ 
posed deviation route herein described 
may be filed with the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission in the manner and 
form provided in such rules (49 CFR 
211.1 (e)) at any time but will not op¬ 
erate to stay commencement of the pro¬ 
posed operation unless filed within 30 
days from the date of publication. 

Successively filed letter-notices of the 
same carrier under the Commission’s 
Deviation Rules Revised,^ 1957, will be 
numbered consecutively for convenience 
in identification and protests if any 
should refer to such letter-notices by 
number. 

MOTOR carriers OF PROPERTY 

No. MC-2202 (Deviation No. 2) .ROAD¬ 
WAY EXPRESS, INC., 147 Park Street, 
P. O. Box 471, Akron 9, Ohio, filed August 
20, 1957. Carrier proposes to operate as 
a common carrier by motor vehicle of 
general commodities, with certain excep¬ 
tions. over a deviation route, between 
Tulsa, Okla., and Joplin, Mo., as follows: 
from Tulsa over the Will Rogers Turn¬ 
pike to Joplin and return over the same 
route, for operating convenience only, 
serving no Intermediate points. *1110 no¬ 
tice Indicates that the carrier is presently 
authorized to transport the same com¬ 
modities between Tulsa, Okla., and Jop¬ 
lin, Mo., over U. S. Highway 66. 

No. MC-30319 (Deviation No. 2), 
SOUTHERN PACIFIC TRANSPORT 
COMPANY, 810 North San Jacinto Street. 
P. O. Box 4054, Houston, Tex., filed Au¬ 
gust 19, 1957. Attorney for said carrier, 
Edwin N. Bell, 1600 Esperson Building, 
Houston, Tex. Carrier proposes to oper¬ 
ate as a common carrier by motor vehi¬ 
cle of general commodities, with certain 
exceptions, over a deviation route, be¬ 
tween Bunkie, La., and Beggs, La., as 
follows: from Bunkie over U. S. High¬ 
way 71 to Lebeau, La., thence over 
Louisiana Highway 10 to Beggs and re¬ 
turn over the same route, for operating 
convenience only, serving no interiMdl- 
ate points. The notice indicates that the 
carrier is presently authorized to trans¬ 
port the same commodities between Bun- 
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kie, La., and Beggs, La., over the follow¬ 
ing route: from Bunkie over Liouisiana 
Highway 29 to junction unnumbered 
highway, thence over unnumbered high¬ 
way to Beggs. 

No. MC-59488 (Deviation No, 1>, 
SOXJTHWESTERN TRANSPORTATION 
COMPANY. Texarkana, Tex., filed Au¬ 
gust 16. 1957. Carrier proposes to oper¬ 
ate as a common carrier by motor 
vehicle of general commodities, with cer¬ 
tain exceptions, over a deviation route 
between Dallas, Tex., and Fort Worth. 
Tex., as follows: from Dallas over the 
Dallas-Port Worth Turnpike to Fort 
Worth and return over the same route, 
for operating convenience only, serving 
no intermediary points. The notice in¬ 
dicates that the carrier is presently au¬ 
thorized to transport the same commod¬ 
ities between Dallas, Tex., and Port 
Worth. Tex., over the following pertinent 
routes: from Dallas over Texas Highway 
114 to Grapevine. Tex., thence over 
Texas Highway 121 to Fort Worth > from 
Dallas over U. S. Highway 80 to Port 
Worth: and return over the same routes. 

No. MC-61440 (Deviation No. 1). LEE 
WAY MOTOR PREIGHT, INC., 3000 
West Reno, P. O. Box 2488, Oklahoma 
City 8. Okla., filed August 16,1957. Car¬ 
rier proposes to operate as a common 
carrier by motor vehicle of general com¬ 
modities, with certain exceptions, over a 
deviation route, between Tulsa, Okla., 
and Joplin, Mo., as follows: from Tulsa 
over the Will Rogers Turnpike to Joplin 
and return over the same route, for oper¬ 
ating convenience only, serving no inter¬ 
mediate points. The notice indicates 
that the carrier is presently authorized 
to transport the same commodities be¬ 
tween Tulsa, Okla., and Joplin, Mo., over 
U. S. Highway 66. 

No. MC’-61440 (Deviation No. 2), LEE 
WAY MOTOR FREIGHT. INC.. 3000 
West Reno. P. O. Box 2488, Oklahoma 
City 8, Okla., filed August 19. 1957. Car¬ 
rier proposes to operate as a common 
carrier by motor vehicles of general com¬ 
modities, with certain exceptions, over 
a deviation route, between Dallas. Tex., 
and Fort Worth. Tex., as follows: from 
Dallas over the Dallas-Fort Worth Turn¬ 
pike to Fort Worth and return over the 
same route, for operating convenience 
only, serving no intermediate points. 
The notice indicates that the carrier is 
presently authorized to transport the 
same commodities between Dallas. Tex., 
and Fort Worth, Tex., over U. S. Highway 
80. 

No. MC-66286 (Deviation No. 1). P. S. 
DUBREY TRUCKING CO.. INC., 539 
Hartford Turnpike. Shrewsbury, Mass., 
filed August 16, 1957. Carrier proposes 
to operate as a common carrier by motor 
vehicle of general commodities, with 
certain exceptions, over a deviation 
route, between Mt. Lebanon. N. Y., and 
Weston, Mass., as follows: from Mt. 
Lebanon over New York Highway 22 and 
Massachusetts Highway 102 to Lee. Mass., 
thence over the Massachusetts Turnpike 
to Weston and return over the same 
route, for operating convenience only, 
serving no intermediate points. The 
notice indicates that the carrier is pres¬ 
ently authorized to transp>ort the same 
commodities over the following perti¬ 


nent routes: from Worcester over U. S. 
Highway 20 to Boston; from Worcester 
over Massachusetts Highway 9 to Boston; 
and from Worcester over U. S. Highway 
20 to Albany, N. Y.; and return over the 
same routes. 

No. MC-66286 (Deviation No. 2), P. S. 
DUBREY TRUCKING CO.. INC., 539 
Hartford Tiumpike, Shrewsbury. Mass., 
filed August 16, 1957. Carrier proposes 
to operate as a common carrier by motor 
vehicle of general commodities, with 
certain exceptions, over a deviation 
route, between New York. N, Y., and 
Utica. N. Y.. as follows: from New York 
City over The New York State Thruway 
to Utica and return over the same route, 
for operating convenience only, serving 
no intermediate points. The notice indi¬ 
cates that the carrier is presently au¬ 
thorized to transport the same commodi¬ 
ties between New York. N. Y.. and Utica. 
N. Y., over the following pertinent routes: 
from New York over U. S. Highway 9 via 
PeekskiU. N. Y.. to Albany. N. Y.. thence 
over New York Highway 32 to junction 
New York Highway 7, thence over New 
York Highway 7 to Schenectady. N. Y., 
thence over New York Highway 5 to 
Utica; from New York over U. 8. High¬ 
way 9 to PeekskiU. N. Y., thence over 
U. S. Highway 6 to junction New York 
Highway 9D. thence across the Hudson 
River to Newburgh, N. Y., thence over 
U. S. Highway 9W to Albany, thence over 
New York Highway 5 to Utica; and re¬ 
turn over the same routes. 

No. MC-71478 (Deviation No. 1). THE 
CHIEF FREIGHT LINES CO.. P. O. Box 
4049 Station A, Kansas City, Mo., filed 
August 16, 1957. Carrier proposes to 
operate as a common carrier by motor 
vehicle of general commodities, with cer¬ 
tain exceptions, over a deviation route 
between Dallas. Tex., and Forth Worth. 
Tex., as foUows: from Dallas over the 
Dallas-Forth Worth Turnpike to Fort 
Worth and return over the same route, 
for or>erating convenience only, serving 
no intermediate points. The notice in¬ 
dicates that the carrier is presently 
authorized to transport the same com¬ 
modities between Dallas. Tex., and Port 
Worth. Tex., over U. S. Highway 183. 

No. MC-75320 (Deviation No. 2), 
CAMPBELL “66** EXPRESS. INC.. P. O. 
Box 390, Springfield. Mo., filed August 
14. 1957. Carrier proi>oscs to operate as 
a common carrier by motor vehicle of 
general commodities, with certain excep¬ 
tions, over a deviation route between 
Jackson. Mo., and Little Rock. Ark., as 
follows: from Jackson, over Missouri 
Highway 34 to junction U. S. Highway 67, 
thence over U. S. Highway 67 to Little 
Rock. Ark., and return over the same 
route, for operating convenience only, 
serving no intermediate points. *1710 
notice indicates that the carrier is 
presently authorized to transport the 
same commodities between Memphis. 
Term., and Little Rock. Ark., over the 
following pertinent routes: from Mem¬ 
phis over U. S. Highway 61 to St. Louis; 
from Memphis over U. S. Highway 70 to 
Little Rock; and return over the same 
routes. 

No. MC-116004 (Deviation No. 1), 
TEXAS-OKLAHOMA EXPRESS, INC., 
1005 South Lamar Street, DaUas, Tex., 


filed August 20, 1957. Carrier proposes 
to operate as a common carrier by motor 
vehicle of general commodities, with cer¬ 
tain exceptions, over a deviation route 
between Dallas, Tex., and Tulsa, Okla., 
as follows: from Dallas over U. S. High¬ 
way 77 to Davis. Okla., thence over 
Oklahoma Highway 7 to Scullin, Okla., 
thence over Oklahoma Highway 12 to 
Ada. Okla.. thence over Oklahoma High¬ 
way 99 to Stroud. Okla., thence over U. S. 
Highway 66 to Tulsa and return over the 
same route, for operating convenience 
only, serving no intermediate points. 
The notice indicates that the carrier is 
presently authorized to transport the 
same commodities between Dallas, Tex., 
and Tulsa, Okla., over the following 
route: from Dallas over U. S. Highway 77 
to Oklahoma City, Okla., thence over 
U. S. Highway 66 to TTilsa. 

By the Commission. 

isK.\Ll Harold D. McCoy, 

Secretary. 

IP. R. Doc. 57-7042; Piled, Aug. 27. 1957; 

8:48 a. m.] 


SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

iPlle No. 24FW-10831 
Interstate Holding Corp. 

ORDER PERMANENTLY SUSPENDING 
EXEMPTION 

August 19, 1957. 

Interstate Holding Corporation having 
filed with the Commission on March 8, 
1957, a notification on Form 1-A and an 
offering circular, and amendments 
thereto, for the purpose of obtaining an 
exemption from the registration pro¬ 
visions of the Securities Act of 1933, 
pursuant to section 3 (b) thereof and 
Regulation A thereunder, with respect to 
a public offering of 12,400 shares of its 
non-voting Class A stock, par value $5.00 
per share, and 12,400 shares of its voting 
Class B stock, par value 1^ per share, 
in units, each unit consisting of 100 
shares of Class A stock and 100 shares of 
Class B stock, at $1,501.00 per unit; 

The Commission having by Older dated 
July 8. 1957, as amended by orders of 
July 17, 1957 and July 22. 1957, pursuant 
to Rule 261 (a) of Regulation A, tem¬ 
porarily suspended the aforesaid ex¬ 
emption; 

The Commission, having ordered a 
hearing on the question whether to 
vacate the order of temporary suspension 
or to enter an order permanently sus¬ 
pending the exemption; 

A hearing having been held after ap¬ 
propriate notice, at which Interstate 
Holding Corporation admitted the alle¬ 
gations in the order, as amended, waived 
a recommended decision by the hearing 
examiner and all other post-hearing pro¬ 
cedures. and consented to the entry of a 
permanent suspension order; 

The Commission having this day issued 
its Findings and Opinion; on the basis 
of said Findings and Opinion 

It is ordered, Pursuant to Rule 261 of 
Regulation A under the Securities Act of 
1933, that the exemption from registra¬ 
tion with respect to the above described 
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offering of securities by Interstate Hold¬ 
ing Corporation be. and it hereby is, 
permanently suspended. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Orval L. DuBois, 

Secretary, 

[P. R. Doc. 57-7037; Piled. Aug. 27, 1967; 
8:47 a. m.| 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

Office of Alien Property 

Martha Klemm 

NOTICE OP INTENTION TO RETURN VESTED 
PROPERTY 

Pursuant to section 32 (f) of the Trad¬ 
ing With the Enemy Act, as amended, 
notice is hereby given of intention to re¬ 
turn, on or after 30 days from the date 
of publication hereof, the following prop¬ 
erty, subject to any increase or decrease 
resulting from the administration there¬ 
of prior to return, and after adequate 
provision for taxes and conservatoi'y 
expenses: 

Claimant, Claim No,, Property, and Location 

Marth Klemm. Muhlestlegraln 51. Rlehen 
near Basle. Switzerland: Claim No. 64048; 
Vesting Order No. 9068; $4,719.22 in the 
Treasiiry of the United States. 

Securities, presently in the custody of the 
Safekeeping Department. Federal Reserve 
Bank of New York, as foUows: 

Six (6) $1,000.00 Federal Republic of Ger- 
many-Prussia Conversion Issue of 1953 
4 % dollar bonds, due October 1. 1972, 
Certificate Nos. 9637 to 9642 inclusive. 

Coupons due April 15. 1941 to October 15. 
1952 inclusive, detached from 4% Free 
State of Prussia Issue of 1927 Sinking Fund 
Gold Bonds Nos. 2185, 2186, 16696, 17662, 


27509. and 27870; 144 coupons Nos. 27 to 
50 inclusive. 

Executed at Washington, D. C., on 
August 22, 1957. 

For the Attorney General. 

[SEAL] PAUL V. Myron, 

Deputy Director, 
Office of Alien Property, 

[F. R. Doc. 67-7051; Piled. Aug. 27. 1957; 
8:50 a. m.] 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

Office of the Secretary 

Paul Butler i 

STATEMENT OF CHANGES IN FINANCIAL 
INTERESTS 

In accordance with the requirements 
of section 710 (b) (6) of the Defense 
Production Act of 1950, as amended, and 
Executive Order 10647 of November 28, 
1955, the following changes have taken 
place in my financial interests as re¬ 
ported in the Federal Register of Feb¬ 
ruary 19,1957. 

A. Deletions: None. 

B. Additions: None. 

This statement is made as of August 1, 
1957. 

Paul Butler. 

August 14,1957. 

[P. R. Doc. 67-7045: Piled. Aug. 27. 1957; 
8:48 a. m.J 


• Harold L. Graham 

statement of changes IN financial 
interests 

In accordance with the requirements 
of section 710 (b) (6) “of the Defense 




Production Act of 1950, as amended, and 
Executive Order 10647 of November 28. 
1955, the following changes have taken 
place in my financial interests as re¬ 
ported in the Federal Register of Feb¬ 
ruary 19,1957. 

A. Deletions; Sold 1.400 shares of Resort 
of Delaware. 

B. Additions: None. 

This statement is made as of August 
1.1957. 

Harold L. Graham. 

August 9,1957. 

[P. R. Doc. 57-7044; Filed. Aug. 27, 1957; 
8:48 a. m.] 


Robert L. Turner 
statement op changes in financial 

INTERESTS 

In accordance with the requii*ements 
of section 710 (b) (6) of the Defense 
Production Act of 1950, as amended, and 
Executive Order 10647 of November 28. 
1955, the following changes have taken 
place in my financial interests as re¬ 
ported in the Federal Register of March 
1, 1957. 

A. Deletions: 4.704 Shares Northeast Air¬ 
lines Common Stock. 

B. Additions: None. 

This statement is made as of August 
1.1957. 

Robert L. Turner. 

August 19,1957. 

(P. R. Doc. 57-7046; Piled. Aug. 27. 1957; 

8:48 a. m.l . , 
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